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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tue course we indicated some time ago has been 
taken, and Mr. Tooth either is, or is about to be, in 
the words of the writ, “‘ attached by his body until he 
shall have made satisfaction for his contempt.” The Act 
of George III. provides that, in all causes cognizable in 
the ecclesiastical courts, when a person fails to obey the 
Jawitl orders of the court “it shall be lawful for the 
judge whose orders have not been obeyed to pronounce 
such person contumacious and in contempt, and within 
ten days to signify the same” to the Sovereign in chan- 

in a form scheduled to the Act, “and thereupon,” 
the Act, “a writ de contumace capiendo shall 
en the Court of Chancery ” in a form to the Act 
amexed. For the purpose of executing the writ the 
provisions of 5 Eliz. c. 23, relating to the writ de ex- 
communicato capiendo, are incorporated.. From this 
ancient statute it appears that the “‘ writte shall be made 
to conteyn at the least twenty days between the teste 
and the returne thereof, and after the writte shall be made 
and sealed, then the said writt shalbee foorthew't brought 
intothe said Courte of the Kinges Benche, and there in 
the presence of the justices shall be opened and delyvered 
ofrecorde to the sheriff or other officer to whom the 
serving and executyon thereof shall apperteyne.” If it 
to the justices that the writ is not returned, the 
justices “‘ shall and may assesse such aterciament upon 
the sherif or other officer in whom suche de- 
falte shall appear, as to the discretyon of the sayd 
age shalbee thought meete and convenient.’ 
Act of George III. provides that on the “due 
mibmission” of the party who has committed the con- 
tempt, the judge of the ecclesiastical court shall 
prmounce the party absolved from the contempt, 
and shall make an order on the officer in whose custody 
heshall be for discharging such party out of custody, and 
the officer hall, on the order being shown to him, and 
upon the discharge of costs incurred by reason of such 
and contempt, forthwith discharge the party. 
Mr. Tooth’s friends have declared for him that he will 
not “submit himself,” and Archdeacon Denison stated 
m Tuesday that “Mr. Tooth is looking forward to 
dwelling in a prison during the remainder of his life,” 
md, the archdeacon is reported to have added, “if I 
know the man, I must say nothing in the world will ever 
take him out of it.” This is, perhaps, a little rash, for 
3&4 Vict. c. 93, which was passed because Mr. Thoro- 
00d went to prison rather than pay 5s. 6d. for church 
tates, expressly enables the Judicial Committee of the 
Frivy Council, or the judge of any ecclesiastical court, 
itit shall seem meet to the said committee or judge, and 
with the consent of the other parties to the suit, to make 
“order upon the guoler in whose custody the party is 
Under any writ de contwmace capiendo, issued in conse- 
quence of p before the court, for discharging 


roceedings 
Much party out of custody. 


Ir opmnion “IN THE NARROW SPHERE OF LonpDoNn” runs, 
as Mr. Daniel says it does, “in certain small grooves 
and circles,” speeches in the country are:also a little apt 
to keep in one track. When Mr. Daniel addresses a 
public meeting we know pretty well beforehand the 
burden of his message. The county courts should be 
the universal courts of first instance ; people in London 
(which, “ notwithstanding its numbers, is really a little 
place”) cannot understand how free from local influences 
and prepossessions a county court judge can be, or how 
earnestly the mercantile public desire a local court of 
first instarce, with an easy appeal from the provincial to 
what Mr. Daniel is still kind enough to call the superior 
courts. We print in ancther column one of these utter- 
ances, and, with much respect for Mr. Daniel, we shouk& 
like to know, once for all, on what he bases his idea 
that the commercial public are likely to be better satis- 
fied with his scheme than with the present arrange- 
ments. On the delays of the Superior Courts? Of 
course, no mercantile man likes the delays which 
have occurred in these courts; but to allege these 
delays, and to suggest that no remedy for them 
exists but the extension of the jurisdiction of ‘the 
county courts, at the very time when a vigorous 
effort is being put in operation to remove them in 
several divisions of the High Court, at least, is surely 
most inopportune. Mr. Daniel might wait until 
the single-judge system has had a trial before he as- 
sumes the fulfilment of his dolorous predictions as to 
the Judicature Acts. The real question is, whether the 
public would like any better the rough and summary 
decision of the county court, with the certainty of an 
appeal? Mr. Daniel omits to remind his audiences 
that if parties to disputes are disgusted with the 
superior courts, there is nothing.to prevent them from 
going to the county court. By consent, these courts 
have jurisdiction to any amount, yet in all the county 
courts in 1874 there were exactly twenty-two plaints 
above £50 entered by agreement. Does this argue any 
great appreciation of the advantages offered by these 
courts? The fact is, we believe, mercantile men do not 
want a decision which, though speedy enough, would be 
followed by an appeal. What they want is a decision 
of a court of first instance of sufficient authority to 
be likely to settle the matter. It would be absurd, we 
humbly submit, to set the same judicial machinery to 
work to collect small debts and to decide important or 
complicated questions ; hence we must have two classes 
of judges of first instance. This truth seems at last 
to be recognized even by county court judges, 
for the latest of the little schemes which are periodi- 
cally laid before the public by those gentlemen pro- 
vides that “judges of higher standing than ordinary 
county court judges” should be placed in certain centres, 
who should have unlimited jurisdiction, with power of 
removal of cases. This comes very near to the scheme 
which we venture to predict will ultimately come into 
operation—viz., regular and frequent sittings of the 
judges of the High Court in the great centres of popn- 
lation. 





IN ANOTHER COLUMN We publish some extracts from a 
letter which lately appeared in a local newspaper on the 
question of the Full Court of Divorce. Our readers will 
not require to be reminded that the decision referred ‘to 
by our contemporary is Westhead v. Westhead (25 W. R. 
35), in which the Court of Appeal held, on what appear 
to us to be very inconclusive grounds, that the Full 
Court of Divorce was still a subsisting court, different at 
once from the old Court for Divorce and Matrimonial 
Causes, and from the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division of the High Court of Justice, and that its juris~ 
diction had not been transferred to themselves. We are. 
quite unable to follow the reasoning by which their lend. 
ships arrived at this conclusion, and think that it. would, 





not be difficult to show, if necessary, (1) that the “Pull 
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Court of Divorce” was not a different court from “her 
Majesty’s Court for Divorce and Matrimonial Causes,” 
but the same; (2) that its jurisdiction was transferred 
by the Judicature Act, 1873, to the Supreme Court of 
Judicature ; and (3) that the combined effect of the three 
Judicature Acts is to vest that jurisdiction, so far as 
it is original in the Probate, &c., Division, and so far as it 
is appellate in the Court of Appeal. That, however, is 
not the point in hand; itis not to be anticipated that 
the Court of Appeal will ever be called upon to re-con- 
sider its opinion, or that it would alter it if it were; but 
it is, we think, desirable to call the attention of the 
profession, and through them of the Legislature, to the 
anomalous condition of this court, which, it would ap- 
pear, still exists as g court of appeal in those cases (such 
as new trial orders and decrees of judicial separation) 
where its orders used to be final, though it is admitted 
that in those cases (such as decrees for divorce) where a 
further appeal lay (and lies) to the House of Lords, all 
its jurisdiction has been transferred to the Court of 
Appeal. That the constitution of the court itself is of an 
objectionable character (being virtually an appeal 
“from Philip to Philip”) is a further reason, if one were 
needed, why the Legislature should at once interfere to 
remedy what is obviously either an unintentional slip in 
the wording of the Acts or a disfiguring blot on the face 
of the late reforms. 





THE QUESTION proposed by *‘ A Country Commissioner ” 
—whether country commissioners to administer oaths can 
administer them in London or elsewhere outside the 
limits of the district formerly assigned to them—may 
still be regarded as a moot question, the point involved 
not having yet been judicially decided. But prevalent 
practice justifies the conclusion that “ A Country Commis- 
sioner” may administer an oath in London as well as 
in the country in any proceeding pending in the 
Supreme Court, and notwithstanding his certificate 
empowering him to practise as @ solicitor is for the 
country only. The object of sections 77 and 82 of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, was to constitute “ every person” 
who, on the 1st of November, 1875, held any commission 
to administer oaths from any of the courts which, by 
that Act, were merged in the Supreme Court, a commis- 
sioner of that court, and to authorize him, as such, to 
administer oaths “in all causes and matters whatever 
which may from time to time be depending in the High 
Court or in the Court of Appeal ”—thus placing ‘‘ every’’ 
commissioner of the Supreme Court in the same relation 
to the Supreme Court, and to the proceedings pending 
therein, with powers co-equal and co-extensive. In saying 
that “‘ prevalent practice’ justifies the conclusion above 
stated, we allude to the fact that every commissioner of 
the Supreme Court, whether practising as a solicitor in 
London or in the country, is now designated alike, and 
that, in filing and in using affidavits in proceedings pend- 
ing in the court, 4 question is never even suggested, 
much less raised, as to whether the commissioner admin- 
istering the oath to any such affidavit exercised his power 
within the limits of any particular district. 





On Saturday it was announced in the Queen’s Bench 
Division that, in consequence of the inability to find any 
court for the wage: of of business other than the courts 
hitherto in use by the division, the judges found to their 
regret that it would be utterly impossible to comply with 
the spirit of the new Act, that one judge only should sit 
to hear the special tn gs on Tuesday next, except where 
two judges are des by the parties, and, at the same 
time, to find occupation for all the judges. Their lordships, 
therefore, thought that, in these unfortunate circumstances, 
the only ent open to them until accommodation 
is provided is that two judges should sit in Banco instead 
of one only. 








DEBENTURES AND THE MORTMAIN 4gp 





I. 4 


Two recent cases have revived the question whether : 
debentures are within the 9 Geo. 2, c. 36, commonly 
called the Mortmain Act. In Holdsworth vy, 


port (25 W. R. 20, L. R. 3 Ch. D. 185) Vice-Ohan, - 


cellor Malins held that debentures of a water 
company in the form prescribed by the Compania 
Clauses Act—which, it will be remembered, is an aggj 
ment by the company to the person who has lent ths 
money, his executors, administrators, and assigns, of the 
undertaking, and all the tolls and sums of money arigi 


by virtue of the Act, and all the estate, right, title, ang 


interest of the company, to hold until the sum lent 
should be repaid with interest—were within the Act, I 
Chandler v. Howell (25 W. R. 55), on the other hand, 
Vice-Chancellor Hall held that debentures issued 
improvement commissioners authorized by a private Act 
of Parliament to purchase land and buildings and t 
construct and carry on gas works and water 
secured upon the “ works, rents, and rates authorized to 
be erected, reserved, made, and collected,” were within 
the Act. 

It is necessary to point out, in the first place, that the 
Mortmain Act provides a double bar against gifts to 
charitable uses of property savouring of real estate, It 
restricts gifts, not only (1) of an estate or interest in 
lands or hereditaments corporeal or incorporeal, but 
also (2) of a charge or incumbrance affecting the same, 
It is important to bear this in mind when we come to 
consider the application of the Act to shares in, and de. 
bentures of, companies holding land. Shares in such 
companies are obviously only struck at by the first 
branch of the restriction; and as to them the test has 
been clearly settled. It is—can the shares in any event 
result to the shareholder as land? In Sparling 1. 
Parker (9 Beav. 450) Lord Langdale held that shares in 
companies possessing real estate for the purposes of their 
undertaking are not within the Mortmain Act, on the 
ground that the shareholder has no interest in a 
separate right to the land, or any part of it. So long as 
the company continues, the share is transferable only for 
money ; if it be dissolved, the whole property is sold, 
the concern wound up, and the shareholder obtains only 
his share of the surplus, if any, which remains after 
satisfying a)l demands on the joint concern. The rule 
laid down in this case was affirmed in Myers v. Perigal 
a appeal 2 D. G.M. & G. 599) and in Edwards v. 

all (6 D. G. M. & G. 74). 

But in the case of debentures of a company holding 
land it is not sufficient to say that they are not “an 
interest in land” within the statute. The further 
question arises—Are they a charge or incumbrance 
affecting land or other hereditaments? In order 
fully to understand the rules which have been laid 
down on this subject it is necessary to go back to 
the case of Knapp v. Williams (4 Ves. 430, note). 
The question was whether a mortgage of turnpike 
tolls was within the Act. It seems that it had been 
previously held by Sir W. Grant, in a case relating to 
Serjeant Aspinall’s will, that a mortgage of turnpike 
tolls, including the toll houses and gates, was within the 
Act, on the ground that the mortgagee might bring eject- 
ment for the houses, and so the mortgage was directly 
a “charge or incumbrance on land” within the words 
of the statute. In Knapp v. Williams, the mortgage of 
the tolls did not include the toll houses or gates, 
Lord Eldon admitted that the case was ‘‘not at all 
within the mischief” of the Act; but he added, “The 
consequences would open a much larger field for chari- 
table donations”; and in accordance with the ideas 
then prevalent as to the policy of the law on this subject, 
he set himself to discover some mode in which this field 
might be narrowed. He seems to have found it in the 
circumstance that the mortgagee of tolls had the right 
to have a receiver appointed, and he held that the mort- 
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‘gage was Within the statute. The test thus laid down 


ee ot appear to have been again applied until 1849, 
in Myers v. Perigal (16 Sim. 533), Shadwell, V.C., 

had to decide the question whether a debenture of a 
‘yilway company assigning the “undertaking and all 
and singular the rates, tolls, and profits arising by 
‘wire of the said Act” was a charge on land within 
the Act of George II. The Vice-Chancellor said that 
the debenture amounted to nothing more than a promise 
to pay money borrowed on the credit of the. under- 
taking, and did not give the holder whose interest 
was in arrear the right to apply to justices under 10 
Geo. 4, c. 62, to appoint a receiver of the rates, and he 
gecordingly held that the debentures were not within the 
statute. A few years afterwards the test to be applied was 
‘explained by Wood, V.C., in In re Langham’s Trusts 
(10 Hare, 446), where, in holding a mortgage of a canal 
company, which assigned the tolls, rates, and duties vested 
in the company, and also the “ navigation, undertaking, 
and premises and all the estate of the company,” to be 
within the statute, he said, “In certain events the mortga- 
would be entitled to have a receiver of the tolls ap- 
pointed, and a party who personally, or through the hands 
of a receiver, might take the tolls, had acquired a 
direct interest in land [qy. charge or incumbrance affect- 
ing land ?] within the meaning of the statute.” And in 
Ashton v. Lord Langdale (4D G. & Sm. 402) Knight 
Bruce, V.C., held that mortgages of the undertaking 
and tolls of a railway were a charge or incumbrance 
affecting lands or hereditaments within the statute; 
the foundation of this decision being that where bodies 
corporate or unincorporate, having the power to collect 
tates, tolls, or dues, payable out of, or in respect of, land, 
mortgage such rates, tolls, or dues, they pass all their 
interest, including their right of raising such rates, tolls, 
or dues (see Thornton v. Kempson, Kay, 592, 599), and the 
mortgage thus becomes a charge or incumbrance affecting 
lands. That is to say, if the debenture-holders can step 
into the shoes of the company,and have the tolls collected 
for them, the debentures are within the Act. Lord 
Iangdale’s decision in Walker v. Milne (11 Beav. 507), 
that bonds of a canal company secured on the rates were 
not within the Act, notwithstanding that under the 
Canal Act two justices might appoint a receiver of the 
tates, on the ground that the debentures were “ given 
by the authority of the Act of Parliament, plainly with 
a view to the concern vontinuing, and vot with a view of 
coming to a court of equity to have it broken up and 
possession taken by this court,” was expressly disapproved 
of by Knight Bruce, V.C., in Ashton v. Lord Langdale. 





TRIAL BY JURY IN THE CHANCERY 
DIVISION. 


Tur question which has been so much discussed since 
the Judicature Act came into operation, viz., whether, 
when an action in the Chancery Division is ordered to 
be tried before 4 judge with a jury, the trial is to be had 
before that judge of the Chancery Division to whom the 
action is attached, has at last been decided, in a case of 
Warner v. Murdock, by the Court of Appeal, who have 
held that, on the fair construction of the Act and the 
tules, it is intended that all actions—whether belonging 
40 the Chancery Division or to any of the common law 
divisions—should be set down for trial in the one general 
list of the locality (so to speak) to which they belong, 
fie, the assizes, or London or Middlesex, the place of 
trial being, as is provided by r. 1 of ord. 36, the county of 

dlesex in all cases in which no place of trial is 
Ramed in the statement of claim. The court based their 
judgment mainly on the generality of the language 
used in those sections of the Act of 1873 which deal 
with the sittings of the High Court for trial by jury 
{particularly sections 29, 30, and 37), as well as in 
many of the rules of ord. 36, especially r. 16, 
Which says that “the list or lists of actions for trial at 





the sittings in London and Middlesex respectively shall 
be prepared, and the actions shall be allotted for trial, 
without reference to the Division of the High Court 
to which such actions may be attached.” 

The chief arguments in support of the appellant’s con- 
tention, that the Master of the Rolls ought to have ordered 
the action to be set down for trial before himself with a 
jury, were these :—First, that there is nothing in the 
Judicature Acts to put an end to any jurisdiction which 
was formerly possessed by the Court of Chancery, but, on 
the contrary, that jurisdiction is by the Act transferred 
to the Chancery Division of the High Court, and in that 
transferred jurisdiction was included the power which 
was given to the Court of Chancery, by Lord Cairns 
and Sir John Rolt’s Acts, to try questions of fact itself 
with the aid of a jury. To this argument the answer, 
as given by James, L.J., was that the jurisdiction of the 
Court of Chancery is transferred by section 16 of the 
Act of 1873, not to the Chancery Division of the High 
Court, but to the High Court. It is, therefore, not a 
question of jurisdiction, but merely a question of the 
convenience of administration, whether trials by jury of 
actions belonging to the Chancery Division shall take 
place before a judge of that division, or before 
a judge of one of the other divisions. 


Another argument was that r. 1 of ord. 39 (and rr. 5 
and 6 of December, 1876, which are now substituted 
for it) prescribe the mode in which applications are to be 
made for new trials, but only with regard to actions in 
the three common law divisions. This, it was said, leads. 
to the inference that it was intended that trials by jury 
in actions in the Chancery Division should take place 
before the judges of that division. But the court re- 
plied that the omission to provide for the Chancery Divi- 
sion in that rule only showed an intention that applica- 
tions for new trials in actions in that division should be 
made in the way in which they would have been made 
under the old practice,?.e., either to the judge to whom 
the suit was allotted, or to the Court of Appeal. 


A third argument was that if all actions, to whatever 
division they belong, ure to be tried, if tried by jury, at the 
assizes, or at the London or Middlesex sittings, what be- 
comes of the power certainly possessed, and frequently 
exercised, by the Probate Court and the Divorce Court 
to try questions of fact themselves with juries—a power, 
moreover, which the judges of the Probate Division have 
constantly assumed to exercise since the Judicature Acts 
came into operation? To this argument the court held 
that a sufficient answer is supplied by section 18 of the 
Act of 1875, which says that “all rules and orders of 
court in force at the time of the commencement of this 
Act in the Court of Probate, the Court for Divorce 
and Matrimonial Causes, and the Admiralty Court, 
‘ except so far as they are expressly varied by the 
first schedule hereto, or by rules of court made by Order 
in Council before the commencement of this Act, shall 
remain and be in force in the High Court of Justice” 
until altered or annulled by rules of court. 

But, perhaps, the strongest argument to show that 
the framers of the’ rules, or, at any rate, the 
judges who have been engaged in framing modi- 
fications of the original rules, intended them to 
bear a different construction from that which has 
been adopted by the Court of Appeal, was derived 
from the new and remarkable r. 4 of December, 1876 
(on which we have before commented), which provides 
that, “ where in any action in the Chancery Division the 
action, or any question at issue in the action, is ordered 
to be tried before any commissioner or commissioners 
of assize, or at the London or Middlesex sittings of any 
division other than the Chancery Division, the order 
directing such trial shall state on its face the reason for 
which it is expedient that the action, question, or issue 
should be so tried, and should not be tried in the Chan- 
cery Division.’ The words which we have placed in 
italics certainly appear at first sight to imply that there 
are London or Middlesex sittings of the Chancery 
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Division, just as of the other divisions, and that an 
action in the Chancery Division can (at any rate) be 
tried by a jury in that division. The answer to this 
argument or implication, as given by Bramwell, J.A., 
was twofold. First, that it cannot be assumed, when the 
London or Middlesex sittings of the Chancery Division 
are referred to in this rule, that jury sittings were in- 
tended, as the language is satisfied by there being, as 
there are, London or Middlesex sittings of that divi- 
sion for the trial of actions without juries; and, 
secondly, that the rule applies only to cases where ac- 
tions, or questions or issues in actions, in the Chancery 
Division are ordered (as, for instance, under r. 29 of ord. 
36) to be tried at the assizes, or at the London or 
Middlesex sittings of some other division, and not to a 
case where, as in Warner v. Murdock, the action would 
go, so to speak, of its own accord into the list of 
actions for trial (as the case might be) at the assizes or 
at the London or Middlesex sittings. 

Now that this queestio vexata has been fully discussed 
and solemnly decided, it may be assumed that no further 
difficulty will arise in carrying into effect the provisions 


of the Act and rules in this respect, and if, as was under- 


stood at one time, directions were given to the officers 
of the common law divisions not to enter any chancery 
actions in their lists for trial, it may be concluded that 
those directions have now been cancelled. Were it 
otherwise a state of things would arise in the administra- 
tion of justice which we will not contemplate as possible. 








THE CHANCERY STAFF. 


In view of the probable introduction of a Bill for the 
appointment of an additional judge in the Chancery 
Division of the High Court, it may not be uninteresting 
to recall to the recollection of our readers an outline of 
the steps which have from time to time been taken to 
provide for the despatch of Chancery business. The first 
source to which the Chancellor looked for assistance was 
his body of clerks or assistants, who were twelve in 
number, and who obtained in the reign of Edward III. 
the title of masters in chancery. The head of this body 
was styled the “clerk,” or “‘eustos” (he being at a 
very early date intrusted with the custody of the records 
of the court), and subsequently the ‘‘ Master of the 
Rolls.” The process by which the Master of the 
Rolls obtained judicial authority has been the sub- 
ject of much discussion, but it seems to be agreed that 
he exercised some jurisdiction as early as the reign of 
Edward I. Ata later period he was in the habit 
of sitting jointly with others of the judges. Bills 
were first addressed to him for relief in the time of 
Henry VI. Under Henry VIII. the Master of the Rolls 
was sometimes spoken of as a “Vice-Chancellor,” and 
under Elizabeth he is described as “ Assistant to the 
Chancellor.” The special commissions to the Master of 
the Rolls to dispose of chancery business appear to have 
originated during the Chancellorship of Cardinal Wolsey, 
since which time he has sat regularly for the hearing 
of causes. For many years, however, his author. 
ity was a subject of great controversy, which was 
finally determined by the 3 Geo. 2, c. 30, which pro- 
vided that all orders and decrees of the Master of the 
Rolls, except such as were appropriated to the Great 
Seal itself, should be deemed valid, subject only to an 
appeal to the Lord Chancellor. And by 3 & 4 Will. 4, 
c. 94, 8.24, the Master of the Rolls is to hear and de- 
termine motions, pleas, and demurrers subject to 
sppeal to the Lord Chancellor. The growth of the im- 
portance of the custodian of the rolls may be illustrated 
by the fact that, as early as the reign of Richard II., the 
“ six clerks” were appointed to assist him in his duties, 
and the subsequent appointments of “ registrars” and 
“examiners” relieved him from much of the clerical 
labour which formerly devolved upon his office. In the 













meantime the masters in chancery were pro 5 
importance and dignity. As early as Richard IT.’s say 
references in causes were made to them; and form 
years they even disposed of demurrers, a practice 
was finally stopped by Lord Bacon on the commentg. 
ment of his tenure of office as Lord Keeper; but tgp 
upwards of two centuries after his day they continugy 
to exercise most important administrative and judiciy 
functions. 

For very many years the arrears of business in the 
Court of Chancery were the subject of loud complaints, 
Even under James I. a Bill for the appointment, of typ. 
“assistant judges” for the Court of Chancery was inti. 
duced in the House of Commons, but (according toths 
late Mr. C. P. Cooper) “ it went no further.” Tnder thy 
Commonwealth it was resolved that the Court of Chap. 
cery should be abolished, but the committee which ‘way 
appointed by the Parliament decided that the schémg 
was impracticable. Fora century and a half the evils 
complained of continued toincrease, but in May, 1811) Mp, 
Michael Angelo Taylor carried (by the Speaker's 
vote) a motion for the appointment of a committee tp 
inquire into the causes retarding the decision of silits i, 
the Court of Chancery. A result of the deliberations ¢f 
this body was the passing of the statute 53 Geo. 3, ¢, 
authorizing the appointment of a second assistant +o the 
Lord Chancellor, and Sir Thomas Plumer 
became the first “‘ Vice-Chancellor of England”; but 
during the next quarter of a century the business Of the . 
court again became too much for the existing judicial 
staff, and at length, on the abolition of the equity juris. 
diction of the Exchequer, Sir Robert Peel carried ‘a Bill 
(5 Vict. c. 5) for the creation of two additional judgeships, 
and these posts were filled by Vice-Chancellors Knight 
Bruce and Wigram. On the death of Sir Lancelot 
Shadwell in 1850 the office of Vice-Chancellor ¢f 
England was not filled up; and Sir James Wigrain 
resigned his seat on the bench about the same time. "Tie 
late Lord Cranworth was created a Vice-Chancellor (abt 
“ of England”’) in Sir L. Shadwell’s place, but as the th 
section of the Act of 1841 had forbidden the appoiith 
ment of a successor to the Vice-Chancellor ] 
appointed thereby, and as the state of the b 
the court rendered a reduction of its judicial staff im. 
practicable, Lord Truro introduced ‘and passed ‘the 
statute 14 & 15 Vict. c. 4, authorizing the filling up ot 
Sir J. Wigram’s office. Later in the same year the statile 
14 & 15 Vict. c. 83, established the two Lords Justicesof 
Appeal to assist the Lord Chancellor in ‘the appellate 
business of the court. In the following year the shot 
Chancellorship of Lord St. Leonatds was signalized by 
the passing of three important Acts for the amendment 
of the Court of Chancery. ‘The first of these (15 & 16 
Vict. c. 80), abolished the masters in chancery, and pro. 
vided for the appointment of two chief clerks (with the 
necessary staff of assistants) to the Master of the Rolls 
and each of the Vice-Chancellors, and their number.has 
since been increased to three for each judge. 
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Rebhtews. 


MERCHANT SHIPPING ACTS. 


Tue Mercuant Suiprine Laws: petnc a Consoripation 
OF ALL THE Mercuant Surprine AND Passencen Aor 
yrom 1854 ro 1876 inciustve, &¢., &., ronmIne A COM> 
pLeTe Treatise on Maritime Law. By A. C. Bots, 
LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


Tux question may perhaps be an open one whether 
there is room for the present volume in a field 
crowded with works upon shipping law. But, as com 
pared with other text-books on the subject, this has, a 
any rate, the not inconsiderable merit of co 

As the author points out in his preface, the 
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Act, 1876, is the fifteenth Act of Parliament 
exclusively to merchant shipping that has been 
since 1854, when the principal Act consolidating 
Jaw as it then stood was passed ; and in consequence 
“@ the numerous changes introduced by these various 
“ets the statute law on the subject is a somewhat com- 
: tangle. The plan of the present work is to 
‘et out the principal Act, inserting the sections of sub- 
‘sequent Acts throughout after the sections of the prin- 
 qipal Act which they repeal or alter, so as to effect a 
tion. of the whole of the Acts. 
_ Originality for his scheme we fear the author cannot 
‘daim, for the book seems to be a transcript, with some 
i and additions, from the digest of the 
index, which was 
for the Board of Trade in 1875, and 
an, or could very recently, be purchased for three 
shillings. Mr. Boyd does not refer to the Board of 
Trade digest, but if he has not adopted it for his book 
there is certainly a remarkable coincidence between the 
two, though of course the Act of 1876 is incorporated 
inthe one but not in the other. The only difference of 
is that Mr. Boyd has in one or two instances—and 
y we think wisely—omitted to set out statutes 
mhich the Board of Trade had inserted, e.g., the Chain 
ables and Anchors Acts, 1864 and 1871, the Seamen’s 
Fond Winding-up Act, 1851, and the Bills of Lading 
Act, 1855 ; and further Mr. Boyd has made a separate 
of the Passenger Acts instead of incorporating 
‘them, as in the Boardof Trade digest, with the Mer- 
chant Shipping Acts. He hasalso (perhaps not so wisely) 
“attempted to introduce a uniformity of terms” by 
substituting throughout the Acts any term which has 
‘Deen altered from an earlier Act by a later one. Thus 
in the Act of 1854 the terms shipping masters and ship- 
offices are used, but as these names were abol- 
by the Act of 1862 and those of “superin- 
tendent of a mercantile marine office” and “ mer- 
qantile marine offices” substituted, the latter 
terms have been used throughout. This would be no 
doubt desirable if this was an authoritative digest, but 
itis only a collation the Board of Trade plan of 
leaving the term as in the original, but with a note to 
show the alteration, seems more desirable. The same 
may, perhaps, be said of the total omission in Mr. 
Boyd's book of repealed sections, which in the Board of 
Trade digest are set out in italics, with a note of the 
section. 

. Boyd has, however, besides inserting the Act of 
1876, made important additions to the Board of Trade 
digest which make his work of much greater value as a 
‘book of reference. In the first place, he has added a 
‘table of statutes, showing on what page the sections of the 
later Acts are to be found, an extremely useful addition, 
inasmuch as without such a table it is difficult ata 
Moment’s notice to find one of these sections, as 
they are necessarily scattered over the Act of 1854. 
Purther, he has inserted many Orders in Council 





references to decisions upon the Acts, and here 
‘mi'there short disquisitions upon the subject-matter, 
‘witting forth the case-law in a pithy and lucid manner, 
‘Thus six pages aro devoted to the authorities upon 


a \feeurewses upon collisions, pilots, wreck, salvage, the 


of shipowners for necessaries and general 


average, dc. It is, of course, difficult to judge how far 
teferences 


to decisions are exhaustive, but it is some- 

that ina book of this kind no allusion 
“Mhould be made to Wilson v. London, Italian, and 
Adriatic Steam igation Company (14 W. R. 101, 


_ ER. 10. P. 61) on the 67th section of the Act of 1862, 


Le Blanche (or Mors Le Blanch) v. Wilson (21 W.R. 

9, L, BR. '8 O. P. 227) on section 68 of the same Act; 
Wt to. id v. West (24 W. RB. 703, L. R.1-Q. B.D. 
428) on the 169th section of the Act of 1854. 





In dealing with the important subject of recent legis- 
lation upon the liability of shipowners for sending ships 
to sea in an unseaworthy condition, the author is -very 
brief, but not quite so happy as in some parts of his 
book. In stating that the obligation is entirely. new 
which is imposed by the 5th section of the Act as be- 
tween owners and seamen, of using all reasonable means: 
to insure the seaworthiness of the ship, he overlooks the 
fact that the obligation (perhaps in a slightly modified 
form) was created by the 11th section of the Act of 
1871 and the 4th section of the Act of 1875, which, by 
making it penal to send a ship to sea unseaworthy, gave, 
according to the doctrine of Couch v. Steel (3 E. & B. 
408), a right of action to any one injured thereby. These 
sections seem, indeed, entirely to have escaped Mr. 
Boyd’s notice, for again, at p. 244, he speaks of section 4 
of the Act of 1876 as “ creating a new liability for ship- 
owners,” whereas that section is an almost verbutim re- 
enactment of the 4th section of the Act of 1875, which 
was not much in advance of section 11 of the Act of 1871. 
These sections are of course repealed, but the enactment 
in the new Act cannot be called new. The same may be 
said of the provisions as to load line in the Act of 1876, 
which Mr. Boyd at p. 31 calls “ quite new,” but which are 
really a re-enactment of practically the same provisions 
in the Act of 1875. For the most part, however, Mr. 
Boyd confines himself to short, and as far as we can 
judge correct, statements of the effect of actual decisions, 
avoiding original observations, a course which is prudent 
in a work of this kind as regards both bulk and accuracy. 








General Correspondence. 


**Drvipinc Commissions.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—Passing a winter's exile here for health’s sake I 
am not the less observant of professional matters at 
home, and am glad to see the above subject mooted in 
your columns. I have often discussed it with friends in 
the profession, and shall be glad therefore to add my 
contribution to what has already appeared. 

What surprises me, however, is that the practice -in 
question seems to be treated by all the correspondents 
of the Zimes and by your correspondent “A London 
Solicitor” as something underhand and secret, “surrep- 
titious” one writer says, neither common nor general, 
even of doubtful existence, and, at any rate, not ac- 
knowledged or followed by men of standing and respecta- 
bility in any of the professions involved. 

** A London Solicitor ”’ seems to think he has clinched 
the matter in its moral aspect by asking the pointed 
question, “ Will any solicitor assert that his client is 
aware that he is to divide the auctioneer’s or broker's 
commission and approves of his doing so?” 

Now, as one who found the practice established in the 
firm to which he belongs, and has since followed it openly- 
and without reserve or trouble of conscience, believing it 
to be a recognized and established practice, 1 most 
confidently and truly make this very assertion, and I am 
so far in agreement with your correspondent in principle 
that I fully admit that if I could not truly make the 
assertion, or if the practice had to be concealed at any 
time when there was reasonable occasion for stating it, 
I and the practice itself would alike stand ipso facto 
condemned. 

I am in the habit of regularly employing certain stock- 
brokers and auctioneers who I believe to be thoroughly 
competent in their respective callings, and who, I may 
say, have proved to me their competence by long ex- 
perience. With these I have a standing arrangement 
for division of charges in certain proportions. I have 
never “demanded,” “exacted,” or otherwise unwillingly 
compelled the observance of the arrangement, but find 
it very honourably respected, and business willingly ac- 
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cepted under its terms. I really cannot tell at this 
distance of time which side may have originated the 
arrangements in question, but it is quite as likely the 
proposals came from the other side as from mine. 

Now it is a matter of constant occurrence thata client 
comes to me with some matter of business involving the 
employment of a broker or auctioneer, and if the client 
has not already decided upon some one whom he knows 
(in which case cadit the commission question) the point 
is sure to give rise to a little discussion. The client isin 
doubt, and [ tell him that we have our own men with 
whom we are accustomed to work, and whom it is a 
benefit to ourselves to employ because of the professional 
usage by which they divide charges with us. The in- 
variable answer is, “Oh, then! employ them by all 
means.” 

In many other ways it is my constant habit to refer to 
the subject with clients. In discussing securities for the 
investment of money I have many times recommended 
the bonds of the Mersey Dock Board, adding that we 
solicitors don’t lixe them because the Board won't pay 
us the usual commission of 2s. 6d. per cent. for the pro- 
curation. 

So also as to life insurances. It is so easy to choose 
a first-class office that not much advice is,required, and 
Iam quite sure it is an every-day occurrence for solici- 
tors to secure the sending in of proposals through 
themselves for the mere sake of the commission paid by 
the office, making no charge to their clients in the 
matter, while I can recallinstances in which a client being 
in doubt between two such offices as, say, the Metro- 
politan and the Law, I have told him that really the 
only difference was that one would and the other would 
not pay us commission, the decision being then in 
favour of the commission office. 

Now, although I do not at all agree in either the facts 
or the inferences of your correspondent “A London 
Solicitor,’ I am quite willing to admit that the practice 
in question, like any other, is open to abuse. I myself 
found that it could not be made applicable to charges 
for valuations for the purpose of mortgages without 
possible injury to clients’ interests or obstruction to 
business. So that I think the whole matter well worthy 
of the deliberate and unprejudiced consideration of the 
Council of the Law Society, whose paternal counsel on 
the subject would certainly be respected by me. 

But, I think that if the council is to take up an 
inquiry on the subject it should go wider a field than 
considering the relations between solicitors on the one 
side and stockbrokers and auctioneers on the other. They 
should also take into account the above mooted point as 
to insurance offices, and they must not forget that in 
dividimg commissions with stockbrokers solicitors only 
follow the perfectly unvarying practice of bankers. Of 
commission transactions between solicitors and account- 
ants, liquidators, and others, I have no experience 
whatever. 

But I further commend it to the attention of the 
council to justify if possible the practice of solicitors 
purchasing parchment at 2s. per skin, and retailing it 
to their cliente at 5s, employing law stationers who do 
all copying at a charge to them of 1}d. per folio, and 
charging the clients for the same work at 4d. per folio, 
and many other equally humiliating and degrading 
customs. I tay that such as these are far more objec- 
tionable than the dividing of charges with fellow-pro- 
fessionals, and it is no answer at all that one is legalized 
and the other ignored by written law. The moral 
principle, which I understand to be that in question, 
remains the same. 0. 

Algiers, Jan. 12. 


Lay Impsoretatorns AND CHANCEL. 
[%o the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.} 


Bir,—All text writers appear to agree that lay impro- 
priators are bound to repair the chancels of the churches 





= 
of the parishes from whence they take their tithes, lh 
an appeal for a contribution towards raising the gum of 
£1,000 to endow a Norfolk living, the vicar states 
no patron ever gave the living anything except the site of 
the vicarage-house and £20 a year; and it appears that 
the tithes which he takes are about £800 a year, ang 
that the chancel is in ruins. 

The appeal also states that the archdeacon reports thy 
church to be in the worst condition of any in the argh. 
deaconry, sothat the bishop cannot be unaware of the oon. 
dition of its chancel. 

The farmers are nearly, if not quite, all of them 
of the lay impropriator so that they cannot take action iy 
the matter. 

What is the best course for the vicar to take to compel 
the lay impropriator to do his duty by repairing this 
chancel ? A. H, A, 

Jan. 16. 





CoMMIss'ON FOR OATHS, 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In the former part of the year 1874 I obtained 
commissions for taking affidavits in the then exist 
Courts of Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer 
respectively, and the district assigned to me by these com. 
missions was limited to S»merset and the adjoini 
counties of (speaking from memory) Wilts, Dorset, and 
Devon. 

Under these circumstances I should esteem it an obliga. 
tion if you would kindly favour me with your opinion, in 
the columns of your next Saturday’s issue, whether, by 
virtue of the Jadicature Acts, the rales thereunder, or 
otherwise, I am now empowered to administer in London 
or elsewhere ontside the limits of the district formerly 
assigned to me by my commissions, oaths in causes and 
matters depending in the Supreme Court of Judicature; 
and further, should you be of opinion that I may now act 
as a commissioner in London, whether it is essential that 
for the mere purpose of so acting I should take outs 
London certificate. At present I am only certificated for 
the country. A Country CoMMISsIoNER. 


[See the observations ante, under the head of “ Carrent 
Topics” ; also Braithwaite’s Oaths in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature, pp. 13 to 18.—Kp, 8. J.J 








There have been many complaints this week of the want 
of courts for judges in the common law divisions. On 
Wednesday Mr. Justice Grove annvunced he would be 
unable to sit on Friday, owing to the want of accommods- 
tion. He said, “ There is a judge ready and willing to sit if 
only a proper room can be found”’ The snbject was agaia 
raised in the course of Thursday, by an inquiry 
bar whether, in the event of the list of appeals from inferior 
courts being disposed of before four o'clock, the court would 
go on with the speci«l paper. Lord Coleridge, in reply, 
stated that it was never contemplated by him to subordinate 
important special cases to apveals from inferior courts; all 
that was intended was that if a building could be found, 
certain special cases would be taken before a single jes 
the days which had been fixed tor the hearing of appeals 
from inferior courts. As to the more important special 
cases in which it had been agreed by counsel that they 
should be argued before more than one judge, 
would arrange to fix a special day for them if the bar would 
arrange to furnish the master with a list of such cases. As 
to the difficulty of a room, Lord Coleridge said that he, for 
his part, required nothing luxurious or extravagant, but 
difficulty was to get any buslding at all. The Bail Court 
had been placed at their disposal that day, and would be 
available es on Monday, but after that nothing was certais. 
Mr, Humphreys writes to the Times to suggest that, evea 
at the busiest period of the parliamentary session, not mae 
than half the committee-rooms of either Lurds or Commons 
are occupied, The Supreme Cvurt of Appeal at Westmint- 
ter always sits in room E, Huse of Lords, Why should as 
two or three other spare coinmittee-rooms be placed at the 
disposal of the judges when necessity arose, 
facilitating business and saving suitors large expense ? 
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Cases of the Geek. 


VenporR AND PurcuaseR—Sa.z or LAND TO BE PAID 
yor at A SpecirizeD Price per AvrE—Part oF Layp 
UDED IN A Pusiic Drain—VeENpoR AND PurcHASER 
hor, 1874, s. 9.—In a case of Re Popple and Barratt’s 
Gontract, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 15th inst., 
‘contract bad been entered into for the sale of a close 
land in Lincolnshire which was described as 
“pounded on the east by the Sir Rowland’s drain.’’ The 
Jand was to be paid for ‘‘at the price of £100 per statute 
gore, to be surveyed.” The drain ia question was a public 
drain under the jurisdiction of drainage commissioners. It 
bad once formed a portion of the channel of a natural 
river, but the river had been divertee by the commissioners 
into another channel, and the old channel had been re- 
tained as a drain. When the acreage came to be measured 
m behalf of the vendor, and the draft of the conveyance 
ed, he claimed to include in that which was to be 
id forjthe land wsgue ad medium filum aque, The quantity 
to the bank of the drain was 21a. $r. 33p. The quantity, 
if the measurement was extended ad medium jfilum, was 
%a, Or. 26p., thus making a difference of la. Or. 38p. The 
chaser insisted that he was only bound to pay for the 
oom quantity, and he took out a summons under the 
Vendor and Purchaser Act asking that the vendor might 
be ordered to convey to him, on payment of the rateable 
ice for the smaller quantity. The Court of Appeal (James, 
fi. and Bagzallay and Bramwell, JJ.A.) affirmed the 
decision of Hall, V.C., that, if the purchaser insisted on 
having the contract completed, he must pay at the agreed 
tate for that which he would get, viz., the land ad medium 
The court also intimated an opinion that the 
mmmary jurisdiction created by section 9 of the Act was 
not intended to apply to a case where there were disputed 
facts, but was only meant to afford a ready means of settling 
short points of law or construction. 





Bankruproy Petition—DzEBToR’s SoMMONS—TENDER OF 
Petitioninc Crepitor’s Dest aNp Costs—DiscreETION oF 
Court As TO MAKING ADJUDICATION—Bankruptcy Act, 
1869, s. 2, SUB-SECTION 6; 8s. 8, 9.—In a case of Re Brigstocke, 
heard by the Court of Appeal on the 18th inst., the question 
was raised whether, when, upon the hearing of a bankruptcy 

ition founded upon an act of bankruptcy committed by 
omission to comply with the requirements of a debtor’s 
gmmons (an act of bankruptcy of which, therefore, the 
mmmoning creditor alone could avail himself to obtain an 
adjudication), a tender is made of the full amount of the 
petitioning creditor’s deot and costs, the court is bound (the 
@xistence of the debt and the act of bankruptcy having been 
gt to make an adjudication, or whether it has a discretion 
the matter. Under the particular circumstances of the 
tase it became ultimately unnecessary to decide this question, 
h it was fully discussed. But the court (James, L.J., 
and Bramwell and Amphlett, JJ.A.) intimated au opinion 
that in such circumstances there would be a discretion, under 
metion 8 of the Act, to refuse to make an adjudication. It 
Would be, they said, very hard that a perfectly solvent man, 
who had bond fide disputed a debt which he was willing to 
pay as soon as the oourt had decided that it was one, should 
perforce be adjudicated a bankrupt. 





APPLICATION TO BET asipgE Finpine or OrricraL 
ez.—In the Exehequer Division, before Kelly, C.B., 
tad Cleasby, B., a discussion took place, on the 18th inst., as 
to the effect of the findings of the official referees in cases 
tried before them. The plaintiff and defendant in the action 
of Stubbs v. Boyle had reduced the terms of an agreement to 
Writing; a dispute had ensued, amongst other things as to 
er an interlinention made by the defendant had been 
Meented to, and acted on by, the plaintiff. The referee found 
generally for the plaintiff, and the defendant moved to set the 
Teport aside, relying on the concluding words of section 68 of 
the Judicature Act of 1878, by whioh the report of any referee 
upon any question of fact shall (unless set aside by the court) 
peoteivalent to the finding of a jury. It was contended on 
of the defendant that the report might be treated like 
the verdict of a jury, and be set aside as contrary to the 
evidence, The court allowed the evidence which was before 





the referee to be read and discnssed, but finally held that the 
section only contemplated a setting aside on proper grounds, 
such as have been hitherto held sufficient for referring an 
award back to an arbitrator. The defendant further moved 
to refer the report back for detailed findings, which was also 
refused, and Mr. Baron Cleasby added that the court would 
not encourage such applications, on any state of facts what- 
ars after the matters had been gone into and decided by the 
referee. 





UnpiscHarcEev Destor—Seconp LiquiDATION Petition 
—Rieuts or New Crepitors.—A curious question as to 
the rights of the creditors of a liquidating debtor who had 
contracted new debts before he had obtained his discharge, 
and had filed a second liquidation petition, arose before the 
Chief Judge, on the 15th inst., in a case of Re Caughey. Two 
partners filed a liquidation petition in 1870. Their 
creditors resolved that they should have their discharge 
when they had paid 2s. in the pound. Their estate 
realized only 103d. in the pound. One of them commenced 
business again alone, and in 1873 he filed a second liquida- 
tion petition. All his creditors, joint and separate, were 
summoned to the meeting under this petition. They ap- 
pointed a trustee and empowered him to sell the debtor's 
estate to him for £475, upon payment of which sum it was 
resolved that the debtor should be entitle to his discharge. 
The £475 was duly paid to the second trustee. It was, 
however, claimed by the first trustee for the benefit of the 
joint creditors, and this claim was held by the court to be 
well founded (Ez parte Ford, 24 W. R. 590, L. R. 1 Ch. D. 
521) to the extent necessary to make up the 2s. in the 
pound. The £475 was then handed over by the second 
trustee to the first. After this the second trustee claimed 
the goods which were in the debtor’s possession, and the 
judge of the county coart held that he was entitled to them 
and ordered the debtor to deliver them up. The Chief 
Judge reversed this decision, holding that on payment of 
the £475 to the second trustee, the debtor was discharged 
from the claims of all his creditors. He had nothing to do 
with the question how the money was to be administered, 
and he could not be r-quired to pay it a second time. The 
practical result, therefore, was that the new creditors had 
given the debtor his discharge for nothing. 





Brit or Sate—Act or Bankruptcy—RgcistraTion.— 
The same day, in a case of Re Jackson, a trader, in May, 
1876, gave a creditor a bill of sale, by way of mortgage, of 
all his property, in consideration of an old debt of £40 and 
a fresh advance of £20. It was agreed that the bill of sale 
should not be registered, but that the grantor should at any 
time, at the request of the grantee, give him a new bill of 
sale in lieu of the first. In July a new bill of sale was given 
in pursuance of this agreement, and was duly registered. 
In the same month the grantee took possession of the prop- 
erty. In September the grantor filed a liquidation peti- 
tion. The county court judge held that the bill of sale was 
void against the trustee. But the Chief Judge held that it 
was valid, on the ground that the original first advance 
was sufficient t» support it, and that the agreement to post- 
pone the registration until the creditor should call for it waa 
perfectly lawful. 








Sacieties. 


LAW STUDENTS DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society held at the Law Institu- 
tion on Tuesday last, Mr. Rouse in the chair, the question 
for discussion was as follows :—‘ Does the policy of the 
Government on the Eastern Question deserve the confidence 
of the country?” Mr, Goody, who opened the debate in the 
negative, suggested that the question should be argued with 
an utter absence of party feeling on both sides, and, with one 
or two exceptions, this rule was strictly adhered to. Mr. 
Fellows followed on the affirmative side, and after a long 
and animated debate the question was decided ia the affix. 
mative by a majority of five votes. Twenty-eight members 


were present, 














220 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 






Jan. 20,1877, 








UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SJCIETY. 


“This society resumed its meetings at Clement’s-inn Hall, 

“Strand, on Wednesday, the 17th inst., when the fol- 
lowing subject was discussed. “That bar students and 
articled clerks should be educated together and pass the 
same examinations.” Afteran animated debate, the motion 
was carried by a majority of five. Previously to the dis- 
cuss’on, motions had been passed in favour of the establish- 
ment of a prize to be called “The Union Prize,” open to 
the competition of members of the various societies in union, 
and also for the formation of a law library. The secretary 
made a statement to the effect that the Incorporated Law 
Society had given permission to hold meetings for the dis- 
cussion of legal points in one of the rooms of the Law In- 
stitution, and also right of access to the library for the 
purpose of obtaining the necessary authorities. 





LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 
AMENDMENT OF THE PRoceDURE IN MaGisTRaTEs’ CouRTs. 


At a meeting of the Law Amendment Society held on 
Monday last, C. H. Hopwood, Esq., Q.C., M-P., in the chair, 
Mr. Serjeant Cox read the following paper:—The procedure 
in the superior courts has been amended, if not by the 
abbreviation anticipated, by approximating the language of the 
forms to the understanding of those to whom they are ad- 
dressed. The county courts have set a good example. They 
also are popular courts, whereas, in the magistrates’ courts, the 
suitors, for the most part, appear in person to conduct their 
own cases; consequently, there are special reasons why the 
procedure should be as simple and intelligible as possible. 
The county courts have done this, and have found no 
difficulty in the working of it. Nevertheless, the magistrates’ 
courts, although having many more suitors and a much 
greater proportion of them appearing in person without pro- 
fessional aid than in the county courts, are permitted to con- 
tinue the whole cumbrous procedure and the same tedious 
and unintelligible forms as before. 

Some time ago communications passed between the late 
Mr. Oke and myself upon this subject. He entered into the 
question with characteristic zeal, I assisted him in prepar- 
ing @ scheme of magistrates’ courts reform. I was to have 
brought it before the House of Commons. We proposed to 
simplify procedure and materially abbreviate all the forms. 
The loss of my seat prevented this second reform from taking 
the first step in that session. I believe that Mr. Oke after- 
wards endeavoured to enlist some other members in the 
work, and that his Bill was printed. At all events it 
perished at its birtb, and nothing has been heurd of it since. 

It will be remembered that, a short time ago, the present 
able and energetic Home Secretary, Mr. Cross, publicly com- 
mented upon thecommittals from magistrates’ courts, asserting 
that many more persons were in prison than ought to be 
there. He attributed this to imperfections in the law, or 
rather in the processes by which the law was enforced, and 
hinted that he proposed to grapple with the question of penal- 
ties and their enforcement with a view to limit the number 
of imprisonments. As Mr. Cross is a man who performs his 
promises and who is not afraid to legislate boldly when satis- 
fied that a reform is needed, I have no doubt that he will, 
before long, if not in the coming session, act upon this 
resolution, Should he do so, it is most desirable that advan- 
tage should be taken of the subject being mooted to reform 
the whole procedure of magistrates’ courts. He would have 
no serious opposition to encounter, for the members of Par- 
liament are themselves magistrates, and none know better 
than they the defects of the present procedure and the incon- 
veniences that result from them as much to the magistrate as 
to the suitor. It is with the hope that this part of the ques- 
tion may attract the attention of Mr. Cross that I bring the 
subject before the society. 

At present 4 summons is presumed to be issued only after 
2 formal information taken on oath before a magistrate, 
thus making # quasi-judicial business of that which ought to 
be, asin every other court it is, a purely formal process, 
The origin of this ceremony, doubtless, was to enable the 
magistrate to determine, before « case is brought before him 
formally, if it was one over whieh he had jurisdiction. In 
practice this rule is now rarely observed. 
sear ype res tare for a magistrate cannot always be 

and it would be hard if a complainant were compelled 
to travel many miles, as often he would, to make bis com- 





— 


plaint in person. The law has been only rendered tolerably — 


by what is really a breach in it. Save in certain 
where &n information on oath is expressly required by some 
statute, the summons is issued by the clerk without a swory 
information, leaving that part of the ceremony to be per. 
formed after the event, if the need should arise, In py. 
suance of the same scheme, the summons is required to be 
signed by the magistrate, on the assumption that he -has 
already heard the complaint on the information, and deter. 
mined it to be prima facie a valid one. But although pro. 
fessing to be issued on this information, itis, in fact, not only 
issued without the sworn information, but where the conrt 
sits at long intervals, or the magistrate, as in many co 
places, lives far away, the summons is signed in blank 

no inconvenience or injustice has ever yet resulted from the 
arrangement, which, though extremely convenient to all 
parties concerned, is not regular. 

What should be the change in this initial process? Agsgi. 
milate the magistrates’ court to the county court. Let there 
be a short plaint upon which (unless he sees in it a charge 
obviously out of the jurisdiction) the magistrates’ clerk 
should issue the summons under the seal of the court, the 
party requiring it paying the nominal fee of a shilling for 
the summons, with a charge of mileage for service, unless 
the service be undertaken by the complainant. The plaing 
should state the charge very briefly. It should be signed 
by the complainant, and where the charge is made under the 
provisions of some stathte, it should state the statute, for, ag 
it is, defendants are often very much perplexed to di 
what the charge #they are required to answer. 

The plaint might run thus :— 

“A. B., of Pinner, in the county of Middlesex, grocer, 
complains of C. D., of » that on the 1st of January, 
1877, at Pinner aforesaid, he did assault the said A. B. (om 
that he was upon the land of A. B., of » in porsuitof 
game), &c.” 

The summons should with equal brevity run thus :— 


“To 0. D., .—You are summoned to appear before 
the justices of the peace at the petty sessions of the Gore 
division of the county of Middlesex, at Edgware, on 
Wednesday, the dayof next, at 11 o'clock in the 
forenoon, to answer the complaint of A. B., of Pinner, in 
the said county, grocer, that you did assault him on, &, 
(copying the plaint). 

“i. P., Clerk to the Justices of the said division, 

‘*'Taxe Notice.—If you fail to appear, the justices will” 
proceed to hear and determine the charge against you, or 
will issue a warrant for your apprehension at their 
pleasure.” 

There are few lawyers not familiar with the wonderfal 
documents that now are supposed to convey to defendants 
in many cases the information that they are charged with 
an offence that might be stated in two lines at the utmost. 
A foolscap page, closely printed, is only a modest specimen 
of this. Some extend to nearly two pages. Critici 
their contents, however, the origin of this wond 
wordiness is apparent. It seems to have been a fixed 
notion with our legal ancestors that every document 
should be complete in itself, and show the whole 
history of the case, and by what authority it was 
dealt with, and how disposed of, so that the learned 
eye should not find a flaw in it and say, “ 
you have convicted John Smith, and you do not in 
record of it show that you did all that was sone 
give you jurisdiction to try him and convict him.” 
the tediousness of all these processes, The judges sane 
tioned the practice of picking holes, not in the substances 
of them only, bat in the most trifling matters of form, 
Therefore lawyers strove to adapt the forms tos 
decisions, and to avoid possible difficulties by anticipating 
every conceivable objection. So the forms used in the’ 
courts grew to be the formidable creations we find them. 
They have been for the most part reformed elsewhere; 
but they are still permitted to cumber magistrates’ courts 
in the shape that was once 4 necessity but now has become 
an absardity. 

The adoption of this simple process of a plaiat, briefly 
stating the charge, and » summons as briefly copying Wat 
plaint, would at once sweep away some of 
printed forms which magistrates’ oc 
to keep, which are addressed to the litigants in magi 
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courts, which they are presumed to read, mark’ 
and inwardly digest, bat of which, I venture to say’ 
“¢ do not and cannot understand a single sentence. The 
s reduction toa short, plain statement of the matter 
wh judice should be adopted in all documents employed 
% these courts, and which are all equally capable of 









iation. 
The procedure at the hearing is upon the whole satisfac- 
, But two or three amendments might be introduced 
th advantage, which I will briefly describe. 
1. The court should be empowered to consolidate plaints 
grsing out of the same subject-matter, not only between 
ihegame parties but between different parties. For in- 
gance, in charges of assault there are frequently cross 
gammonses between the same parties, or several summonses 
inst other parties, each desirous to give his account of 
z affair, and to prevent his adversary from telling his 
ownstory. It was one transaction—one quarrel—one row 
—and it is a waste of time, and a source of confusion and 
lexity io the magistrate, and often the cause of sub- 
gantial injustice to some of the parties, to be compelled 
totreat each charge asa distinct offeuce. Justice might 
te better done by having the whole story told at once, and 
the relative merits of the various charges determined 
er. It might well be left to the court to say what 
jg proper matter for such a consolidation. 
Bat this would compel another much demanded amend- 
ment. The Evidence Act should be extended to all offences 
notindictable. It was an unfortunate decision by which 
that Act was held not to extend to summary convictions, on 
the unsatisfactory ground that all cases punished by a 
ge] are guasi-criminal. I doubt if this was the inten- 
of Parliament; certainly it was not that of the author 
af the statute, which was originally suggested to him by 
and drawn with my assistance. I certainly contem- 
the exception to apply to offences really criminal and 
not merely guasi-criminal. The result is, that the magis- 
trates’ courts witness a vast number of cases which, being 
criminal only in form, are merely civil disputes, but which 
aredeprived of the advantage the law has provided for the 
trial of such ee If, for instance, B. charges C. with 
asaulting him, B. can give his account of the affair, but OC. 
cannot. But OC. takes out a cross summons charging B. 
with assaulting him, and then C. tells his story but B. is 
notheard. The magistrate is, in strictness of law, bound to 
détermine each case upon. the evidence given in that case, 
amd properly he might convict each on the evidence of the 
other. Practically, he treats the two cases as one, and 
decides on the merits of the whole. But he does so contrary 
tothe strict rule of law. This, however, is not the whole 
momaly. If B. brings an action against C. for the same 
asault either in the county court or in the High Court, C. 
itted to be a witness and has the privilege, which had 
been denied him in the magistrates’ court, of teiling his own 
story. Should B. be charged as a putative father in a 
bastardy case, he can bea witness for himself ; but if charged 
with keeping a dog without a licence, he is not permitted 
tbe heard in explanation or in answer. 
instances might be multiplied indefinitely. They 
suffice to exhibit the anomalies of the present procedure and 
theneed for its amendment. I repeat that the reform re- 
is simply to limit the exception of the Evidence Act 
ictable offences, 
am, of course, aware that many influential opinions 
@ to remove the exception altogether, and make the 
ts in all criminal cases admissible as witnesses for 
vee, For my own part, I dissent from this view for 
‘Tasons too numerous to be considered now. But I have no 
ion in advocating it in all cases only guasi-criminal 
are disposed of by summary conviction. 

It may be added that the adoption of such an amend- 
ment in the procedure of magistrates would give a fair trial 
tothe experiment and might be recommended on this 

alone, The conviction should be in the shortest 

merely reciting the giaint, that it was heard on such 
‘day, and that such was the judgment. A general power 
of amendment of all proceedings should be given to the 
ite. Power should also be given to him to direct 

































ba) ent for perjury in any case, the costs to be paid 
Mare the conte of other prosecutions, In all cases if the 
ddendant does not appear on proof of service of the sum- 


‘Wane, the court be empowered to hear and deter- 
charge, If the defendant afterwards appears and 





shows good cause for his absence, the magistrate should be 
empowered to re-hear the case on such terms as he may 
impose. In short the provision of the recent Employers 
and Workmen Act should be extended to all cases. The 
court should also be empowered to grant a new hearing upon 


terms. 

Instead of the indecisive designation of the magistrates’ 
courts, some more definite title should be given to them, 
by which all the proceedings should be described. It might 
be the justices’ court at Edgware, or as the case is, Each 
court should have an official seal. The clerk should be 
paid by silary, not by fees. A table of fees and costs 
should be settled by the Home Office. These, together 
with all fines, should be paid to a common court fund, from 
which the salaries and other expenses ef the court should be 
defrayed. The magistrates should be empowered to order 
payment of any expenses incurred by prosecutors or wit- 
nesses in the discovery of offences or pursuit of offenders, 
as also to give rewards for special services, as the superior 
courts are now permitted to do in cases of felony. 

A verified account of the receipts and expenditure should 
be returned yearly, and any balance remaining paid over 
to the Treasury. The present system of fees and costs is 
very unsatisfactory. In practice the penalty is measured 
by the costs. The magistrate requires to know what the 
costs are before he can determine what the penalty shall be, 
because the costs are of uncertain amount, and he must 
consider them as being a part of the punishment. Hence 
the apparent injustice so often noted, of a sentence to 
“penalty 1s. and costs 10s.,” and such like. To the 
outside world this seems very unfair, and is the cause of 
much complaint. In truth, it is only an adjustment of 
the penalty, which would otherwise have been reversed, 
and the sentence would have been 10s. penalty and Is. 
costs. The expenses of witnesses are, of course, quite 
independent of the court fees, and are incapable of regula- 
tion. 

And this brings me to a question of considerable im- 
portance, because lately mooted by Mr. Cross as being a 
defect in our law calling for amendment. I refer to the 
enforcement of penalties. Mr. Cross objected to a too 
frequent resort to imprisonment. Hundreds of persons, 
he said, are in gaol who ought not to be there. But he 
suggested no specific plan by which the same end could 
be obtained by other means. All must admit that if a 
substitute for imprisonment could be found it ought to be 
provided. I have anxiously considered this question, 
hoping to discover some solution to the problem. If there 
is to be any panishment at all there is no choice between 
a fine and imprisonment. But a fine is no penalty unless 
it be paid. Nottoenforce the payment is to give practical 
impunity to offenders, and would speedily reduce us to a 
condition of anarchy. How, then, may a man be made to 
pay the penalty he has incurred? Some little improve- 
ment might be made by enabling the magistrates to order 
payment by instalments, by giving them a claim upon 
the employer for wages due, and by power to levy an 
immediate distress. But all of these would be worthless 
remedies as against the great majority of defendants. 
For the most part they are idlers, loafers, lodgers, pos. 
sessing nothing tangible, and if unable to pay in purse, 
and they were not obliged to pay in person, the law would 
be a dead letter, and justice a mockery. 

One practicable step to this end has oecurred to me. 
Sureties might be allowed to be taken for payment of penal- 
ties, and in some cases also of proved poverty ; sureties might 
be taken “for good behaviour in lieu of imprisonment, with, 
however, a distinct proviso that, in case of forfeiture, the 
imprisonment should be doubled, I mean by this that B, 
should be sentenced to pay a penalty say of £1, or in default, 
imprisonment fora month, If he satisties the court that he 
cannot pay the penalty presently or prospectively, the court 
should be empowered to say to B., ‘* Enter into yourown recog- 
nizances (or find a surety, as the case may be) to be of good 
behaviour for six months. If you forfeit those izances 
by any fresh offence the condition is that you will be im- 
prisoned for two months, instead of for the one month to 
which you are now sentenced.’ Thess are the only relax- 
ations of imprisonment for non-payment of penalties whieh, 
after much thought given to the subject, I can suggest. 

Lastly, I think the practice of admitting to bail 
prisoners committed for trial might, be considerably 
extended with safety, and if with. safety certainly 
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with advantage. My own long experience has satisfied 
me of this. During the twelve years I have presided 
at the Middlesex Sessions, we have tried upwards 
of 20,000 prisoners, of whom at least 2,000 have been on 
bail. Now, not a few of these have been persons of prop- 
erty, charged with grave offences. But during the 
whole of that time I cannot recall half a dozen instances 
of escape by the accused by forfeiture of bail. It is also 
a remarkable fact that all of those who did not appear 
were persons of the better class. I do not remember a 
single instance of forfeiture of bail by a person belonging 
to the class that supplies ninety-nine in a hundred of those 
committed for trial. 

Other minor amendments in the practice of magistrates’ 
courts would, doubtless, present themselves to the framer 
of a measure with that object. I throw ont these 
suggestions to show how much reform is needed, and how 
simple and easily to be introduced are the remedies to be 
applied. 





BRIGHTON AND SUSSEX LAW STUDENTS’ 
SOCIETY. 

At the inaugural meeting of this society on the 10th inst., 
Mr. F. Merrifield, barrister, delivered an address, from 
which we take the following extracts:—The law used to be 
spoken of asa kind of ark, which it would be something 
approaching to sacrilege to criticize or alter. Old English 
writers speak of it as the perfection of reason, and even 
comparatively recent ones, like the commentator Black- 
stone, seem never to weary in their panegyrics of it. On 
the other hand, the outside public has an intense distrust 
and dislike of it, and of its practitioners. ‘‘ The first thing 
we dc,” Shakespeare represents Jack Cade as saying, “ let 
us kill all the lawyers.” And even now there is a very 
general impression among ordinary persons that the law is 
a collection of artificial and complicated rules, having no 
relation to justice, and contrived for hampering actions and 
levying toll upon the dealings of mankind; the truth being, 
I apprehend, that the existing law is the imperfect result 
of enceavours to do justice between man and man, and to 
introduce general rules by the observance of which persons 
may be secured and protected in the enjoyment of life and 
property, and in various rights and duties. A little reflec- 
tion on this will show that the law must be in the main a 
reasonable thing, and a technical as well as a liberal science. 
No one can have even the slight knowledge of English law 
acquired by reading the authorities upon any leading 
principle, without seing how plastic the law is, and how 
—although occasionally distorted by sinister or prejudiced 
influences—it has been moulded and modified in the main 
by the desire to bring it into harmony with the require- 
ments of the commtunity. It is wanting in the symmetry 
of a geometrical design, but that is because, like the sheil 
ot the mollusc it is the product of the growth of the living 
organization, which it protects at the same time that it 
hampers it. In saying this, I am not intimating any lean- 
ing against the application of codification to our law, or 
to different branches of it. On the contrary, I think the 
extent to which, for want of decided cases, we are often left 
to grope for simple rules, which any code would be sure 
to contain, is discreditable to our law. But I desire to 
point out that the law, as we have it, is the product of 
reasonable and right motives, working, of course, with im- 
perfect materials. I wish also to point out that such as we 
find the law, it has been arrived at by what may be ribed 
as the competitive exertions of the finest judicial and legisla- 
tive intellects acting through a long succession of ages, 
When you reflect on this I think you will see that there is 
a strong presumption as to any rule of Jaw that it had its origin 
in reason and justice, that unless circumstances are materially 
altered since it was established, there is a strong presumption 
in favour of its continuance ; but, on the other hand, that it 
must, from the very nature of its origin, contain much that is 
obsolete. To the student it appears to me important that he 
should bave 4 just view of the rea! nature and originof the law. 
‘That will protect him, on the one hand, from supposing that he 
ean deduce from his text-books sherp and clear principles 
which will enable him to advise with unerring accuracy 
on the complicated affairs of men; and,on the other hand, 
from relinquishing the search for authorities from an 
apprehension that he is parsning an ignis fatuus, the chase 
of which can only end by leaving him ‘‘in wandering 








mazes lost.” I said the law is a liberal profession, bat jt 


has a dangerous tendency in a direction which ig the 
reverse of liberal. Every member of any branch of the 
legal profession, except the comparatively small number 
of those who perform judicial functions, is almost whol 
engaged in advocating, or in some manner promoting, the 
interests of a client. In this respect he has nothing jp 
common with the knight of old (probably of fancif, 
times, who went about redressing human wrongs, bat 
much in common with the mercenary whose sword and, 
arm were at the service of those who wonld pay for them, 
His first duty, indeed, as advocate, solicitor, or agent, is 
towards the interests of his employers. He hag, as g 
general rule, not to concern himself with what is jost or 
desirable in itself, but simply to get as much success gg 
he can for the side on which he is engaged. There are 
no doubt limits to this principle of action, but they have. 
so seldom to be taken into account that they do not pre. 
vent a lawyer from forming the habit of working very 
hard to promote a cause without reference to whether 
it is right or wrong. This must be the tendency 
of the life he leads, and it must give him a strong 
bias towards taking a cynical view of human affairs, 
Now, cynicism has its uses, but, as a mood, it can be pro- 
ductive of no positive good work such as the world expects 
of its citizens, and such as a man must do if he is to attain 
his full moral and intellectual stature. I am very glad, 
therefore, to see that your rules provide for the discussion 
of topics of general interest, and I hope every member 
will make it a point to attend regularly, and occasionally 
take a part in these. They will afford a scope for in- 
dividual character and conviction, and for that higher 
kind of speaking which is the necessary creation of st 
convictions. At present, I have not attempted to indicate 
the legal subjects to which your attention can be 
profitably directed. You can hardly make a bad selection, 
The fact of your forming such a society is an evidence that 
you have felt the need of a machinery for discussing legal 
questions and promoting the study of the law, and it 

be assumed that those branches of the law on which the 
need of further information is most strongly felt will be 
most in favour with those on whom the choice of subjects 
devolves. It seems sufficiently obvious that the preference 
should in general be given to such as ought to be learned 
at some time and yet cannot be acquired by those who have 
been engaged in active practice. Among the subjects. 
having this claim for preference, it seems to me thata 
farther preference might be made in favour of those that 
are of the widest application. For instance, a knowledge 
of the principles of conveyancing seems to me of less im- 
portance than that of the law of contracts, a familiarity 
with the Judicature Acts less valuable to a student than 
an intelligent appreciation of the rules of evidence. I 
advisedly used the word conveyancing instead of the law 
of real property, because the outlines of that law—those, 
for example, which have to do with the settlement of and 
succession to landed estates—should be known to all. 
It will have been gathered from the remarks I have: 
made that I regard the society as a valuable one. Bat 
too much must not be expected from it. The actual 
legal knowledge that can be acquired by its means a} 4 
but a very little way towards making a good lawyer. I 
not disparage the knowledge actually to be gained through: 
it. A legal maxim accepted with the implicit — 
with which the mind of the student always apprehe 
it, as if it contained all human wisdom on that sub- 
ject, and was not only accurate but complete and exhaus- 
tive, is useful throughout life, aud even when experience 
has shown how rarely a maxim is applicable without qualifi- 
cation it still holds a place as one of the fixed landmarks in 
shifting and sometimes age | scene. But what is of 
more value than knowledge of the law, is the habit of 
using the law, the sound legal habit of mind which the 
student-period of life gives the means of acquiring. The 
lawyer in practice, especially in the country, is generally 
in what may be called, from the legal point of view, low 
company—iu that, for example, of noble lords and baronets 
who are magistrates, of borough and other magistrates 
who are not mere noble lords or baronets, of county court 
judges whose work is almost as much administrative 48 
judicial, with a certain proportion of solicitors who hunt 
foxes or discount bills according to 
local circumstances; all of these being occupations more 
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less honourable, civilly speaking, but most of them 
iatory from the strictly legal point of view, whereas 
the law student keeps the best society, better than that of 
her Majesty's judges, for he has in his library the pick and 
of all the Lord Chancellors and judges of several 
gmturies as well as of the best writers on jurisprudence. 
Hie may consort with Coke and Hale and Somers, or with 
Austin and Maine, and on their judgments and treatises may 
model his modes of thought as well as his form of expres- 
sion But even if he should make so good a use of his op- 
ities as to doubt like Eldon, or to discourse like 
en, still he must not suppose his success is assured. 
knowledge and legal apprehension are not the most 
ble attributes he can have, For example, they are 
not to be compared with such qualities as industry and 
indgment. I would back for success in life the sensible man 
who works hard, though he knows very little law and can- 
not appreciate a fine argument, against the most learned 
lawyer who is wrong-headed and wilful. Shall I give those 
remarks a practical application? Well, then, it is 
ible some among you may think his career has 
3 wrongly chosen, that in choosing the law he or 
his friends made a mistake; that he would have 
made a first-rate cavalry officer, a glorious painter, a 
charming poet, or a fine duke. Without denying that 
there are those so imperfectly constituted that they can 
find a safe footing on some one or two of the numerous 
of life, may I venture to suppose that these are ex- 
ional cases, and that in the majority of instances a young 
w who is discontented with his work is so because he is 
wanting, not in special aptitude, but in some more general 
ity—for example, in perseverance—and that this defect 
would show itself whatever had been the line in which he 
had begun life ? We read “ How sweet a poet was in Murray 
lost.” But though the poet was lost the great judge 
emerged, and Lord Mansfield, instead of lamenting over his 
literary aptitude as wasted, made of it the brightest orna- 
ment of his judicial office. May I, then, venture to suggest 
that no amount of success in the work of this society should 
lead any member of it to think that he may safely disregard 
the cultivation of those general qualities such as persever- 
ance, industry, calm refleccion, forbearance, judgment, and 
och penapenanapee which, ifI am right in my theory 
they are more conducive to success in a profession than 
merely professional aptitude or learning, should, even in the 
course of a technical study, never be undervalued. 





Appotntntrents, Ete. 


Mr. Gzorct JoHN BraIkENRIDGE, solicitor, of 16, Bart- 
kett’s-buildings, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
ae Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 


Mr. Witt1am Browne, solicitor, has been appointed 
Assistant Queen’s Proctor in the Department of the 
Solicitor to the Treasury. Mr. Browne was for several 
= managing clerk to the late Queen’s Proctor, Mr. 

cis Hart Dyke. 

Mr. Joun Tatresin Davizs, solicitor, of Neath, Glamor- 

ire, has been appointed by the Lord Chancellor a 
missioner to administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of 
Judicature in England. 

Mr. Joun Daw, jun., solicitor, of Exeter and Tiverton, 
has been appointed Registrar of the Southampton County 
Court (Circuit No. 51), in succession to Mr. Henry Jobn 
Walker, appointed district registrar at Manchester under 
the Judicature Acts. Mr. Daw is the son of Mr. John 
Daw, solicitor, of Exeter. He was admitted a solicitor in 
1857, and has been for seventeen or eighteen years registrar 


' of the Tiverton County Court. 


Mr, Joun Epwarps Hutt, solicitor, of Halifax, has been 
elected Clerk to the Hipperholme Local Board of Health. 
Mr. Hill was admitted a solicitor in 1854, and is one of the 
deputy-coroners for the county of Yorx. 

Mr. George WitLiam MaxstEp, solicitor (of the firm of 

& Gibson), of Lancaster, has been appointed 


was admitted a solicitor in 1840, and is clerk to 


the Commissioners of Property, Income, and Assessed Taxes - 
for Lancaster, and holds several other appointments. 


Mr. Wit1i1am Epwarp RICHARDSON, solicitor, of Bir- 
mingham, kas been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner - 
for Warwickshire, Staffordshire, and Worcestershire for 
taking the Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. 


Mr. Maurice Witson, solicitor, of Bradford, Yorkshire, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 


Mr. Toomas Woopcock, jun., solicitor (of the firm of 
Woodcock & Sons), of Haslingden and Ramsbottom, has 
been elected Clerk to the Haslingden Board of Guardians 
and Superintendent-Registrar of the Haslingden District, in 
succession to his father, Mr. Thomas Woodcock, who is 
registrar of the Haslingden County Court. Mr. Woodcock, 
jun., was admitted a solicitor in 1865, and is clerk to the 
local boards for the districts of Rawtenstall and Haslingden, 
rae clerk to the burial boards at Rawtenstall and Rams- 

ottom. 





Zeqal News. 


Mr. Justice Hawkins was entertained on Monday even- 
ing, at the Albion Tavern, by the members of the South- 
Eastern Circuit, at a congratulatory banquet to celebrate 
his elevation to the bench. Mr. Serjeant Ballantine pre- 
sided, and a distinguished company from the bench and 
bar were present. Mr. Justice Lopes will be entertained at 
dinner by the past and present members of the Western 
Circuit bar mess on Saturday, February 3, at the Albion, 
Aldersgate, in honour of his elevation to the bench. 

An opinion has recently been given by Mr. Danby P. 
Fry, Assistant-Secretary of the Local Government Board, 
as to the meaning of the 23rd section of: the Poor Law 
Amendment Act, which relates to friendly societies. In 
the case of members of friendly societies who, becoming 
lunatics, are sent to a lunatic asylum, and are there 
chargeable to the rates, the 23rd section provides that 
poor law guardians “may” reimburse themselves out of 
the sick pay which would be due to the lanatics as mem- 
bers of such societies. Ata great meeting of members of 
friendly societies, held in Sheffield in November last to 
consider this section, Mr. Mundella, M.P., who presided, 
contended that the word ‘‘ may”’ meant ‘‘shall”; that the 
guardians, therefore, had no option in the matter, and 
were bound to require the trustees of friendly societies to 
pay over to them the sick pay, whether the families of the 
luuatics were in distress or not. This view of the case 
was objected to by Mr. Robertshaw, a poor law guardian 
and a prominent member of friendly societies, who urged 
that the word “may” gave guardians a discretionary 
power. Recently the Sheffield Board of Guardians com- 
municated with the Local Government Board with the 
view of ascertaining whether the section gave them a 
discretionary power or not. In reply, Mr. Danby P. Fry 
writes, “that the section has no effect until the relief 
granted to a pauper lunatic has been declared to be a 
loan; consequently, the guardians have the usual dis- 
cretion in granting relief to decide whether, in cases 
applicable to the statute, they shall declare it to be a loan 
or not.” [We should have thought this tolerably clear on 
the statute. ] 


At a moot held on Wednesday evening in Gray’s-inm- 
Hall, before Mr. John Rose, barrister, president, the 
following point was argued:—‘‘A murder having been 
committed, a reward was offered for the detection of the 
murderer. A., to gain the reward, acoused B., an innocent 
man, and caused him to be apprehended and tried for the 
murder, At the trial A., giving evidence for the prosecau- 
tion, falsely and corruptly swore that B. committed the 
crime, whereupon the accused was legally convioted and 
On these facts could an indictment oo A. 

the 





for the murder of B. be maintained in law?” 


tion, Mr. Lush and Mr. Simon maintained that a 
philosopher or a statesman would consider A.’s crime 
murder. His evidence robbed his victim of life and 
reputation together. If the law was as it should be, it 
was murder todo so. It is murder in other coantries and 
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“by the Roman law. A man. may kill another by words 


producing acts of others. In answer to the court, counsel 
distinguished A.’s crime from the lying of Iago. Mr. 
Mattinson and Mr. V. Brown, for the prisoner, contended 
that whatever A.’s moral guilt was he was not technically 
guilty of wilful murder. There had been no such charge 
for 120 years. It might have been anciently murder, but 
it was not now held to be so. Lord Coke was with them, 
and even Titus Oates was only indicted for perjury. The 
same view was taken in Reg. v. Daniel and by Foster. 
There was no malice here, either at law. or in fact, 
and the offence was only a misdemeanour. The presi- 
dent said that the law implies malice from homicide. B. 
was certainly killed by A. The case was analogous to that 
of aman who constrained another to start a dangerous 
engine, knowing that another is within it, and the 
last is killed in consequence, He entertained no doubt 
that in a real court a judge would hold this to be 
“* murder.” 





MR. DANIEL, Q.C., ON THE EXTENSION OF 
COUNTY COURT JURISDICTION. 


Ar the annual soiree of the Bradford Chamber of Commerce 
on Monday last Mr. Daniel, Q.C., judge of county 
courts, said he had been asked to bring before the 
notice of the chamber the question of the extension of 
connty court jurisdiction. They would be aware, probably, 
that this question was dealt with favourably in the second 
report of the Judicature Commission. They would be 
aware, also, that the questions of tribunals of commerce 
had created great interest in Bradford, and that a com- 
mittee of the House of Commons had reported in favour of 
such tribunals of commerce, and that he was examined 
before that committee. What he then said he adhered to 
now. The report of the committee led to the issuing by 
the Government of a supplementary commission specially 
to inquire into the question of the expediency of estab- 
lishing tribunals of commerce. A large amount of 
evidence was taken by that commission, and the whole of 
that evidence was published. The result of the inquiry 
was that a report was signed by twenty-seven out of the 
twenty-nine commissioners against the establishment of 
tribunals of commerce, and that report was the third 
report of the Judicature Commission. The report, how- 
ever, contained on the face of it an admission that the com- 
plaints of the mercantile portion of the community as to the cost 
and delay ing on the trial of these causes were well 
founded, but the commission hoped and believed that with the 
improved administration of the Judicature Act, coupled with 
that extended jurisdiction which was. recommended in the 
seeond report of the commission, the object desired by those 
who advocated tribunals of commerce would be substantially 
effected. Well, the Judicature Act was passed, and had now 
been in operation twelve months, He had no right to claim 
to be a prophet; but he did think—and he expressed 
bis opision at the time—that the effect of the operation 
of the. Judicature Act would be, in proportion: as it 
facilitated the hearing of cases on their merits, doing 
away with all unnecessary proceedings and all techni- 
calities, to produce such a block of business in London 


that the could not get through their work. That 
opinion had verified by the result. The second sit- 
tings under the new Act had just commenced, and from a 


must in some way be infected by the 
surrounded him; that he could not dine 


Now, he eaid to people, * Come and see,” His -ob- 
ject was, if he could, to get rid of that block of business in 





London. London lawyers were urging the appointment of 
more judges. Well, let them appoint more jadges. Thy. 
last request that was made on that subject had been madg. 
by a friend of his, Mr. Osborne Morgan, who suggosteg 


exactly similar requestyor recommendation, was made 

the Chancery Commissioners in their report of 1851, on 
which report the Act of 1852 was founded. Now, to 
appoint two additional judges at the present time i 
in his humble opinion, be a very inefficient mode of 
remedying the evil. Let him give a practical instance of 


to view some machinery in connection with an action, 
There were two gentlemen with him, and one of them said 
that he was engaged in a Bradford action which was being 
tried in Middlesex—-and which, by-the-by, ought to be tried 


livered to the barristers, and on inquiry on Friday he wastold 
that his case stood 509 on the Middlesex list. Now, in con. 
sequence of Easter falling early this year—public con. 
venieuce requiring that the assizes should finish before 
Good Friday—the judges intended to commence their 
circuits on the 15th of February. That left the judges one 
calendar monta, during which period alone they had 
the means of sitting in London to dispose of the enor. 
mous arrears of cases of which he had given them an idea, 
One suggestion as to a mode of carrying into effect, not 
only the suggestion of the county court judges, but the 
recommendation of the Judicature Commission, as a 
means of remedying the evil was to give unlimited 
jurisdiction to county courts throughout the whole 
country. This sngemece had been proposed and care 
fully drawn up by Mr. Harrington, the county court 
judge of the agricultural portion of Northamptonshite 
and Warwickshire, who had elaborated the proposal 
with great care and had estimated the expenses. The 
objection to this schemé was that the requirements of 
the different parts of the country were not the same~ 
that they did not require the same kind of courts in the 
agricultural districts as they required in the great com- 
mercial centres of Yorkshire and Lancashire; that ia 
the latter far more important and complicated questions’ 
were raised. Besides that, there was the objection that 
every county court judge was not equal to the work, 
Then, there was another suggestion as to the mode of 
meeting the evil for which he (the speaker) considered 
himself responsible. He had been asked to meet a deputa- 
tation of representatives of chambers of commerce for the 
purpose of considering the advisability of introducing into 
a Bill a provision enabling the Queen, by an Order in 
Council, upon the petition of a municipal body representing 
a town or city with, say, over 50,000 inhabitants, to grant 
to the county court of that district unlimited jurisdiction. 
It seemed to him that that was a mode of getting rid of the 
difficulty arising from the supposed incowpsianry, of some. 
of the courts to exercise such an extended jurisdiction, 
because he was quite sure that the municipal body of 
such a’ town —. not _- - extended: jurisdiction 
unless they were satisfied with the existing arrangements 
At any rate, such a municipal body would not ask for 
an extension unless they were satisfied that the interests 
of the public would be promoted by the extension. 
The objection to this arrangement was that it 
on any town having for the time. an efficient. registrar 
or an efficient judge, and that either the one or. the,other 
might retire or die, and an inefficient one. might succeed, 
He had had that objection put to him by an ex-Lord 
Chancellor, Lord Selborne. His reply to the objection 
simply was, that it was the daty of the Lord Chancellor to 
see that a good man was appointed, and that. he should 
not be influenced by political pestinestes or by personal, 
agg but by the fitness of the man for the place. That. 
Owever, was never brought for , 
measure had been prepared by a county court judge, who. 
had previously had the experience of ® secretary to the 
Judicature Commission. The object of his Bill, whieb he 
(Mr. Daniel) had studied, was to create certain 
centres in various parte of the country, to which 
attached judges of higher standing than the 
county court judges, who. should be resident, and) who 
should have uulimited jarisdiction on all, matters that,came) 
nizence of the higher court, with power of 
Lenoashire 
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that there should be two more chancery judges, Ay 


how it would act. On Fridgy morning he had had occasign. - 


here—and that some weeks before the briefs had been de. ~ 
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with Liverpool and Manchester as capitals, and 
jpining with Lancashire, Cumberland, and Westmoreland, 
three judges to the centre. Northumberland and 
constituted another centre, with Newcastle as the 

and with one judge. For Yorkshire two judges 

, with Leeds and Bradford as the principal 

towns, though, of course, any place might be made a 
giief town which the Lord Chancellor might at any 
time think desirable. The Midland districts constituted 
centre, with Birmingham as the capital, and 

the South-wes tern counties another centre, with Bristol 
qe the principal place. Power was given to the Queen 
by an Order in Council to make other centres whenever 
it should be thought necessary. The ordinary business 
which: now blocked the London courts would be all 
transacted at these centres. Whether such a scheme as 
this were adopted or not, he believed that experience 
would very shortly show that the attempt that was being 
made to force all these omnibuses through Temple Bar 
would not succeed. So far as administration was 
concerned, he felt sure that distribution would be the 
principle that would have to be adopted, while, so far as 
the settlement of the law was concerned, concentration 
was the principle to be adopted—an easy means of appeal 
trom the provincial to the superior courts. The Bill which 
he had described was being prepared under the auspices of 
the Newcastle Chamber of Commerce, with the assistance 
of Mr. Cowen, one of tae members for Newcastle, who 
had expressed his willingness and determination to 
introduce a Bill into the House of Commons. He (Mr. 
Daniel) hoped that such a Bill would have the support 
of.the other chambers of commerce throughout the 
po He had been requested also to say a few words as 
tothe law of bankruptcy. They would know that a Bill on 
the. subject had been introduced during the past session of 
Parliament by the Lord Chancellor, but had been withdrawn. 
Hedid not know whether the same Bill would be brought 
forward again, and it was not of course for him to express 
amopinion. They would be aware, however, that the Ford 
Chancellorhad appointed a committee to report to him with 
reference to the working of the bankruptcy laws, and the 
result. of the inquiries of that committee had been to show 
the unfavourable working of the present bankruptcy laws in 
teference to the cost. The comptroller, Mr. Mansfield 
Parkins, who was a member of that committee, had, indeed, 
addled Se of his own in which he very strongly recom- 
mended the abolition of the present system of management 
bycreditors, and a return to the system of official manage- 
ment. How far any new legislation would assume the 
character of a return to the official system he had no 
means of knowing, and’ he would not hazard a conjecture. 
Bat this he must say, that as far as his experience went, 
éreditors were much too remiss in looking after their own 
interests, He confessed when he saw this—and he had 
¢xpressed the opinion before and had given his reasons 
forholding it—he should like to see the present system, so 
far aa it enabled a debtor to come to court when he 
found that he was insolvent, to be continued in this way, 
thatinstead of allowing the debtor to file a petitiow for 
liquidation and then, by means of such assistance as he 
get from accountants and solicitors and proxies, 
‘ecure the management in his own hands, that a debtor 
when he presented his petition to the court should accom- 
pany that petition by a statement of his debts, an estimate 
Of his assets, and a list of his creditors, and that he should 
Verify this statement on oath ; that then the court, by its 
Own proper officers, should itself appoint a day and a place 
forthe meeting of the creditors, a day and a place, of course, 
selected with a view to the convenience of the great body 
of the creditors; that, having so appointed a place and a 
dey, notice should be sent to every creditor, with the infor- 
mation that he could have a copy of the debtor's list of 
assets, and names of creditors on payment of a small 

to cover the cost of copying the list, so that before 
y of meeting every creditor might have the means of 

the whole extent of the debtor's assets, the amount 

of his liabilities, and mightin that.way have an opportunity 
“of making inquiries. He would further suggest that when 
4 debtor intended to offer a. composition he should accom- 
9 his statement of assets, &c., with that offer, and that 
tape Sadie te smeing whnt they saglt wo bac? 
meeting what they o to know 

the debtor's position and what. he propened to offer 





them. Atsuch a meeting, held before an officer of the 
court who should be empowered to control the proceedings 
and to maintain order and regularity—for he heard: that 
many creditors’ meetings were little better than: bear- 
gardens— he thought much might be done to pre- 
vent those miscarriages which now too frequently took 
place at meetings of creditors, where debtors got resolutions 
passed accepting compositions. If that were done he 
thought many of the present objections to the system of 
compositions would bg removed. There was this fact in 
reference to the returns as to these compositions—that the 
number of them was increasing while the average amount of 
the compositions was decreasing. The existing law as to 
fraudulent preferences was about as bad as it could be; it 
enabled any man who knew that he was insolvent, if he | 
took care to keep that knowledge to himself, to realize 

his assets, to pay in full such creditors as he thought it 
would be his interest to make friends of, by that means to 
reduce his assets to just sufficient to pay the expenses of a 
liquidation, and then to leave the great body of his credi- 
tors without a penny. In his opinion the law ought to try 
to touch the consciences of the creditors, aud to make them 
know that they had no right to take 20s. in the pound at 
the expense of the other creditors. Mr. Daniel, after allud- 
ing to the necessity that the law should do something to 
check the system of gambling which bad lately shown itself 
in connection with many of our commercial transactions, 
expressed the hope that the time wonld soon come when 
suitors would be able to get their disputes settled 
at a reasonable cost and with a reasonable amount 
of delay, and his belief that that could only be done by the 
extension of the jurisdiction of the local courts. 








THE CHANCERY BLOCK. 


Mr. FREELING writes to the Times:—It does not appear to 
me that any real answer has been given to Mr. Kekewich’s 
questions, and I doubt whether any answer perfectly satis- 
factory can be given except by some of the solicitors whose 
practice in the Chancery Division is extensive. : 

In the meantime I venture, for the information of the 
public, to put down some few instances, which in my own 
experience I have met with, of the difficulties which arise 
from the want of judicial power inthe Chancery Division. I 
abstain, of course, from particularizing, as it might seem 
invidious to specify courts or individuals. 

I find that the block in the Chancery Division is discernible 
in every one of its departments. In the courts themselves 
the list of causes which appears at the commencement of our 
legal year is not unfrequently undisposed of in part at the 
end of that year, involving, as your readers will perceive, the 
lapse of more than a year between the setting down and the 
hearing of a cause, But this is not all; for motions and 
petitions, which are usually pressing matters, are, owing to 
the press of business, postponed from time to time, se that 
in some instances they are months in arrear, the judge being 
peeete unable to cope with the amount of work before 


But, suppose the decree or order pronounced, it has to be 
drawn up, and for this parpose must pass through the re- 


gistrar’s office, Here there is another block, There is 
not @ prospect of getting an important deeree through 
office under many weeks, as the case must wait i 

before the registrar can give his attention to it 
the more simple and pressing orders require a week or ten 
days to pass them. It is singular that the i 
pressure of business should have been met the suppres- 
sion of the office of one of the registrars 

is so much needed. 

Another block is in chambers, and the extent of its: opera- 
tion varies in the different courts. I know that an appoint- 
ment, which formerly could have been obtained in forty- 
eight hours, now requires from four days to a week. The 
greatest diffioulty, however, is experienced in complicated 
cases: The chief clerk makes an appointment for pores 

a 
@ cannot, owing to pressure of business, give more 
than about an hour to the consideration of the case, and even 
sale beg = free from reno ws Bhocg — is then 
ourned, and when it comes on apse, 
haps, of a month or two, porate weston ea ony 
has naturally passed from the mind of the chief clerk, and a 
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good deal of the old ground has to be gone over again. I 
have known cases in which all kinds of expedients have been 
resorted to by the parties tired with the protracted course of 
business in chambers. 

No one who, like myself, has watched with interest the 
progress of the new system can fail to regret that its full 
success should be marred by the insufficiency of the judicial 
power. All the strenuous exertions of the present staff of 
judges and of their officers, aided as they are by the cordial 
assistance of both branches of the profgssion, fail to make 
an adequate impression on the mass of business which now 
incumbers the Chancery Division. 





Vice-Chancellor Malins stated on Wednesday that all causes 
in his court were disposed of up to the end of January, 1875. 
The following had been set down for hearing since that time 
—viz., one in February, 1875; three in July, 1875 ; five in 
January, 1876; two in February, 1876 ; five ia March, 1876; 
two in April, 1876; eighteen in May, 1876; ten in June, 
1876; eight in July, 1876; thirteen in August, 1876; two 
in September, 1876; seven in October, 1876; eighteen in 
November, 1876 ; twenty-nine in December, 1876; and four 
in January, 1877. Many of the earlier ones in that list 
were either standing over or unprepared for hearing. His 
lordship remarked that the length of time already occu- 
pied by thecase now before the court was a forcible com- 
mentary on that list of causes and the amount of business done 
by this court, which, taking into consideration the inter- 
locutory applications, had practically only three days in the 
week for hearing causes. 








THE FULL COURT OF DIVORCE. 


A CORRESPONDENT ofa local contemporary says :—It hasbeen 
ruled, it appears, in the new appellate court that appeals 
do not lie to it from the judgments of the judge ordinary 
of the Divorce Court ; the consequence is that from deci- 
sions by a single judge at once affecting character and the 
dearest interests of domestio life, the only appeal continues 
to be to what is called the fall court, wherein for the most 
part the same judge presides—the court also being consti- 
tuted by him and two other judges “called in to assist 
him.” Such is the estimate of their relation to him as 
expressed by one of themselves. Further, it is notorious 
that with the exacting engagements of our judges in their 
own courts, it is a seramble to enlist two of them for this 
adjutant service in a strange court ; so that sometimes, 
and at the last moment, the announcement of the sittings 
of the fall court has to be revoked by advertisement. . . . 

What renders the scandal the more extraordinary is the 
eonsideration that it is suffered to continue in the face of 
our two latest enactments, as follows, concerning appellate 
tribunals :— 

“No member of the Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council is to take part in the hearing of an appeal from 
any decision or judgment which he has given, or assisted in 
gi Tig , 

** No judge of the Court of Appeal shall sit as a judge 
on the hearing of an appeal from any judgment or order 
made by himself, or made by any divisional court of the 
High Court of which he was and is a member.” 

t after these enactments, especially the latter, so 
careful in its restrictions, the anomalous character of —— 
in the Divorce Court should be maintained, argues little 
carefalness for the administration of justice in that quarter, 
albeit therein, from time to time, the most delicate equities 
have to be determined. Itis as though the unhappy suitors 
in that court were not deemed worthy of the cautious adjudi- 
cation of their interests which is observed in all our other 
courts. 

On this subject the organs of the legal profession are 
silent. But it is of such general concernment to the whole 
community that perbaps the press generally is the most 
suitable channel for its ventilation ; and if the Lord Chan- 
cellor’s attention becomes arrested to it, it may be hoped 
that, in the next session of Parliament, the anomaly will 
be corrected. 











Courts. 


HIGH COURT. 
Cuancery DIvision. 
(Before the Master or THE Rouzs,) 
Jan. 11.—In re Joyce. 
Articled clerk—Service under a solicitor. 


Fischer, Q.C. (Owen with him), applied on behalf of John 
Gardner Joyce, an articled clerk, for an order to enable him 
to pass his final examination and be admitted a solicitor, 

In May, 1875, in order to comp'ete histerm of service, Joyce 
who had for ten years been managing clerk to a solicitor 
now dead, had entered into articles with a solicitor named 
Stirke ; but the Incorporated Law Society objected that 
Joyce had not really acted as the servant or clerk of Stirks 
under those articles as required by the statute. The chief 
grounds of the objection were that the offices were Joyce's, 
and his name as well as Stirke’s was painted over the door, 
that the banking account was kept in Joyce’s name, and the 
cheques were drawn by him alone, and that no accounts had 
been rendered to Stirke of the profits of the business, and 
there was nothing, it was alleged, to show that he had acted 
as the agent of Stirke. These facts were admitted; but in 
explanation of them it was stated that Stirke properly at. 
tended every day to the business and had some clients of his 
own; but the greater number of clients were either Joyce’s 
personal friends or old clients of Traill, a deceased solicitor 
to whom Joyce had been for several years managing clerk, 
and that these persons wished Joyce to continue to conduct 
their affairs, and for that purpose they had transferred their 
business to Stirke by a written retainer, and that Joyce's 
sole object had been to keep this business together 
until he could be admitted. On the third point 
Stirke and Joyce being examined, both deposed that the 
agreement was that Joyce should have a yearly salary of 
£150, and that the accounts were to be made up when Joyce 
was admitted, and the balance, after deducting the salary, 
was to belong to Stirke or to form a fund for a partnership, 

Cookson, Q.C., and Murray, appeared for the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

JessEL, M.R., said:—Here is a young man evi 
intelligent, who, however, probably did not know as m 
as he knows now, for if he had put this agreement in 
writing he would have had none of this trouble. I am 
not aware of any objection to these terms ; I am to havea 
salary, and will pay you the profits, and when I am ad- 
mitted you agree not to take away those clients. Nor is 
is different if it is agreed that the capital is to form 
fund to be put into a partnership; this is sworn to by 
Joyce and Stirke. As regards actual service, all that the 
law requires is service, i.¢., attendance at the office; it. 
does not require that the master should know more than 
the clerk. It often happens that a clerk has had many 
more years’ experience, and knows far more, than his master. 
Joyce has complied with the law, and I am of opinion that 
he intended to comply with it, that he intended to serve 
under a solicitor, and so to qualify himself to become 4. 
solicitor. Therefore I will grant the application, but 
under the circumstances, seeing that it was, in my opinion, 
@ proper case for inquiry on the part of the Law Society, I 
shall depart from my ordinary rule, and make no order as 
to coats. 

[Note.—Compare In re J. Smith, Inve Mills, and Inre 
Dunean, 12 W. R. 752.) 





COUNTY COURTS. 
Worksop. 
(Before R. WitpMan, Esq., Judge.) 
Jan, 18.—Drury v. Towne. 
Landlord and tenant — Tenancy for six months certain — 
gnee of reversion. 


By an agreement dated January 5, 1876, Wm. Middleton 
let a shop and dwelling-house in Bridge-street, Worksop, 
to defendant for “ six months certain,” from March 25, 1876, 
at the yearly rent of £62. 
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On April 25, 1876, Middleton sold and conveyed the shop 
god dwelling-house to jlaintiff. The defendant duly 
occupied under the agreement until September 29, 1876, 
when he gave up possession to plaintiff, and at the same 
time tendered him £31 as the amount of rent then due. 
This plaintiff declined to accept, and ultimately sued 
defendant for £28 12s. 3d. for six months’ use and occupation 
of the premises from March 25 to September 9, and 
£3 11s. 6d. tor the three weeks from September 9 to 
September 29, during which defendant, as plaintiff alleged, 
had overheld possession. 

The above fa ts were proved at the hearing. 

Bescoly, for the defendant, then snbmitted—{1) That the 
conveyance to the plaintiff having been made since the 
agreement for tenancy and the commencement of the 
term, the plaintiff was not entitled to sue for use and 
ocoupation, and cited Churchward v. Ford, 2 H. & N. 446. 
{2) That in the present case “six months ” must be taken 
as meaning the usual half-yearly period from the 25th of 
March to the 29th of September. 


Coulson, for the plaintiff, contended that Churchward v. 
Ford did not apply. In the case of a lease, not under 
geal, for a fixed term, the assignee of the reversion is 
entitled to sue i” asswumpsit for use and occupation : Standen 
y. Christmas, 10 Q. B. 135. ‘* Six months” means “ six 
lunar months”: Rogers v. Hull Dock Company, 12 W. R. 
1101. 

His Honour held that the plaintiff, as owner of the 
reversion, was entitled to sue, and that the “six months 
certain’? mentioned in the agreement must be taken as 
lanar months, and accordingly gave judgment for the full 
amount claimed by the plaintiff, with costs. 








Law Students’ Sournal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Hitary ExaMINation, 1877. 

GENERAL EXAMINATION of StupENts of the Inns of Court, 
held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 29th and 30th of 
December, 1876, and the Ist, 2nd, 3rd, and 4th of 
January, 1877. 
The Council of Legal Education have awarded to Edward 

larper Parker, of the Middle Temple, and Charles Alfred 

Russell, of Gr y’s-inn, Esqs., studentships in jurisprudence 

and Roman civil law, of one hundred guineas, to continue for 

a period of two years ; to Thomas Turquand Fillan, of the 

Middle Temple, and John Greenwood Shipman, of the Inner 

Temple, Esqs., studertships in jurispndence and Roman 

civil law, of one hundred guineas, for one year; and to 

John Pickersgill Rodg-r, of the Inner Temple, Esq., a cer- 

tificate of honour of the seond class, 
The council have also awarded to the following students 

certificates that they | ave satisfactorily passed a public ex- 
amination :—Henry Adkins, William Allison, Thomas New- 
man Frederick Bardwell, W:lliam Henry Archibald Christie- 

Miller, Hendrik Clo te, Francis Ernest Colenso, James 

Dominick Daly, John Martin Danavall, William Pinder 

Eversley, Juhan Fravcis Harper, John Heywood, Robert 

Alexander Milligan Hogg, Marie Louis Alexandre Hugues, 

Lancelot Edward Lawford, Ernest Beauchamp Nelson, God- 

dard Henry Orper, Arthur Bruce Smith, Frank Lea Stour- 

bridge Smyth, Henry Goulburn Chetwynd Stapylton, 

Henry Hatchell Warren, George Meryon White, and 

Augustine Robert Whiteway, of the Inner Temple; William 

Henry Barlow, James Blenkinsop, Alfred De Bathe Brandon, 

David Archer Vaughan Colt-Williams, Corrie Brighton 

Grant, Eugenius Charles Jackson, Gaupat Sarrottam Man- 

kar, John Gold Philpot, David Rodger, and Purna Chundia 

Sen, of the Mid:le Temple; and Richard Booth, William 
Henry Crane, Urquhart Atwell Forbes, John Robert Free- 
man, Arthur Ryle Harding, William James Wright Ingham, 

Alexander Chalmers Marshall, Reginald Merivale, Edward 

Robert Pearce, Frederick James Norman Pearson, Charles 

Swann Sheild, Henry Stanton, Arthur Stephen Thornton, 

Swinford Leslie Thirnton, Arthur Alliott Wells, Thomas 


The rapt students passed a satisfactory examination 
in Roman civil law only :—.J, L. W. Andrews, V. S. Brown, 
A. J. Burney, A. K. Butterworth, A. lt. Butterworth, 
R. Butler, W. P. Cobbett, F. H Dawkins, J. W. Evans, 
J. W.C. Fraser, W. C. Ghose, R. Gregorowski, A. R. Grubbe, 
H. W. Hart, A. G. Hipwell, A. W. S. Hitchman, C. R. 
Hoffmeister, L. C. d’A. Lipscombe, E. W. Mauson, E. J. 
Mack, W. D. McConkey, W. A. Milner, W. Mills, A. H. 
Page, A. J. Parker, C. Peill, A. A. Prankerd, H. G. Raw- 
son, G. B. Richardson, W. H. Roberts, H. Rushworth, 
H. A. Smith, W. H. Spackman, T. F. Squarey, P. F. S. 
Stokes, J. Turner, W. M. K. Vale, J. C. Wall, J. L. Walton, 
and E.8. Wilkins, E+qs. 
By Order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. H. Watpotz, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln's-inn, Jan. 10. 





DecemBer Examination, 1876. 

On the Sunsgcts of the LEcturzs af the Prorgssors of the 
Inns of Court, held at Lincoln’s-inn Hall, on the 18th 
and 19th of December, 1876. 

The Council of Legal Education have awarded the fol- 
lowing prizes to the under-mentioned students :— 


Jurisprudence, Roman Law, International Law, and 
Constitutional Law and Legal History.—Charles Alfred 
Russell, of Gray’s-inn, a prize of £50; Thomas Turquand 
Fillan, of the Middle Temple, a prize of £15; Reinhold 
Gregorowski, of Gray’s-inn, a prize of £10. 
Equity.—Nathaniel Spencer, of the Middle Temple, a 
prize of £50; William George Thorpe, of the Middle 
Temple, a prize of £15. 

Common Law.—Thomas Francis Byrne, of the Middle 
Temple, and John Lawson Walton, of the Inner Temple, 
a prize of £37 103. each (equal); Seymour Bushe, of the 
Inner Temple, and Vincent Brown, of Gray’s-inn, a prize 
of £12 10s. each (equal). 

Real and Personal Property Law.—Thomas Clarkson, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, a prize of £50 ; James Lawrence Carew, of 
the Middle Temple, a prize of £25; James Power Everard, 
of the Middle Temple, a prize of £15. 

The council have also awarded to the student who ob- 
tained the greatest aggregate number of marks in the sub- 
jects of the lectures given by two of the professors—viz., 
in jurisprudence, Roman law, intervational law, and con- 
stitutional law and legal history, and common law, Edward 
Harper Parker, of the Middle Temple—a prize of £30. 

By order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. H. Wavpo.e, Chairman. 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, Jan, 10. 


UNIVERSITY OF LONDON. 


The following are lists of the candidates who have passed 
the recent LL. B. examinations :—First LL.B. Examination. 
—First division—Giles Andrew, private study; William 
Frederick Hamilton, private study ; Arthur Oldham 
Jennings, private study ; Frederick Charles Kolbe, B.A., 
University College; John William Piercy, private study ; 
Archibald Arthur Prankerd, B.A., Worcester College, 
Oxford; Charles Alfred Russell, BA., Gray’s-inn and 
University College; Henry Arthur Smith, M.A., private 
study ; William John Sparrow, B.A., private study; cis 
William Steere, private study ; Philip Folliott Scott Stokes, 
B.A., private study ; Stephen Horton Williamson, private 
tuition ; John Kyme Wright, University College and private 
tuition and study ; Howard Young, private study. d 
division—John Holden Clarke, Owens College; Eustace 
Conway, private study ; Charles Johnston Edwards, private 
study ; Hugh William Elcum, University College and _pri- 
vate study ; John William Evans, University College; Perey 
Ralph Evans, private study; Charles Henry Ernest Fletcher, 
private study; Frederick Joseph Mogg Gould, private 
study ; Frederick Kilvington, private tuition ; Walter Mills, 
Dursley Grammar School; John Ernest Moore, private 
tuition; Francis Robert Morrison, private study ; William 
Percy Pain, private study ; Dudley Stewart Smith, private 
study; William Henry Taylor, private study. Second 
LL.B. Examination.—First division—Clement Meacher 
Bailhache, private study ; Robert Frederick Norton, B.A. 





Cyprian Williams, and Henry George Willink, of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Esqe. 


private study. Second division—Herbert Bentwich, 
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University College ; 


and private tuition. 








Court Papers. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QveErEn’s Brenca Division. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS UNTIL FURTHER NOTICE. 


Mondays and Thursdays, motions and new trials ; Taes- 
days and Fridays, special paper ; Wednesdays, cases from 
inferior courts ; Saturdays, Crown paper and cases from 
inferior courts. Every afternoon, by three o’clock, a list 
will be posted of the cases in the paper intended to be 
taken on the following day. 


APPEALS FROM INFERIOR COURTS. 

The present list will be divided into three. The first 26 
cases will be taken in the Queen’s Bench Division, the 
second 26 cases will be taken in the Common Pless, and 
the remainder inthe Exchequer. For the future the cases 
will be set down for the three divisions in rotation. 
The list in the Queen’s Bench will be taken on Wed- 
nesdays and Saturdays, in the Common Pleas on Mondays 
and Thursdays, in the Exchequer on Tuesdays and Fridays. 











PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


January 19, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FONDS. 


Annuities, April, "85, 93 

Do. (Red Sea T.) Ang. 1908 

Ex Bills, £21000, 24 perCt.27 pm 

Ditto, £500, Do, 27 pm. 

Ditto, 2100 & £200, 27 pm. 

Bank of England Stock, — per 
Ct. (last half-year), 259 

Dittc for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ditto 5 per Cent., July, ’80,105jxd, Ditto,54 per Cnt., aay,’79, 91 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cente. 
Ditto 4 per Ceant., Oot. 88, 1045 April, ’64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cent., Aug. 73 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 88 | Do, Bonds,4 per Cent. £1000 

2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C., Jan,’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


3 per Cent. Consols, 95§ 

Ditto for Account, Feb. 1, 95% 
Do: 3 per Cent. Rednoed, 953 
New 3 per Cent., 953 

Do. 3} perCent., Jan. ’%4 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. °94 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 
Annuities, Jan. *80 





RAILWAY STOCK. 














































Railways. Paid.|Closing Prices 

Stock| Bristol and Exeter 100 — 
Stock! Caledonian 100 122 

Stock|Glasgow and South-Western .....c0.0-+ssevece) 100 joe 
Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .ssccoscessssesese) 100 49 
Stock/Great Northern 100 132 

ock} Do., A Stock* 100 1334 
ck/G Southern and Western of Ireland .,....| 100 _- 

rockiGreat W riginal 100 1033 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ..........00ss00000000} 100 138 

2 » Brighton, and Sonth Coast .,......000) 1194 
SEES SOO ciccisrsewvsencenrtl | 100 a1 

and North-Western ..... eevee} 100 1463 

and South Western.......... essen] 100 128% 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln .,....++«| 100 72 
































b British 100 107% 
Eastern. 100 154% 
h London 100 137 
North Staffordshire 160 67 
th Devon 100 69 
Eastern é 100 127 








* A receives no dividend aatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


———ooO_—————::>=== 


Henry Alleyne Bovell, University 
College ; Fielding Clarke, private study; Herbert Henry 
Cooper, private study ; George Sydney Davies, private study ; 
Angus George Milward M‘Intyre, private study ; John Frank 
Rowe, private study ; James Walmesley, University College 


Nee 


MARRIAGES AND DEATHS. 


MARRIAGES. 

SHELLY—SHanKs—Jan. 16, at Ilfracombe, John Shelly, of 

Plymouth, solicitor, to Eliza Sophia, daughter of the lat, 
Thomas Shanks, R.N. 

Sovtssy—Hitpyarp—Jan. 18,at St. Andrew’s, Holbom, 
William Jameson Soulsby, of the Middle Temple, barristeragt. 
law, to Clara, daughter of George Augustus Hildyard, 

Witson—Wi1tson—Jan. 10, at St. John the Baptist, Kingston. 
vale, John James Wilson, barrister-at-law, to Mary Annie, 
daughter of the late John Rawshorne Wilson. 


DEATHS. 

Boyer—Jan. 14, Richard Boyer, of 14, Old Jewry-chambers, 
and Highbury, aged 50. 

CoLtinson—Jan. 13, at 7, Devonshire-place, Portland-place, 
W., Henry Collinson, of the Inner Temple, aged 65. 

GayveR—Jan. 12, at Abbotsleigh, Upper Norwood, Arthur 
Edward Gayer, Q.C., LL.D., late one of H.M. Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners for Ireland, and Chancellor and Vicar-Genera} 
of the dioceses of Meath, Ossory, and Cashel, aged 75. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 





Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Jan. 12, 1877. 
Keighley, John Norman, and Henry Gething, 7, Ironmonger lane 
London, Solicitors, Jan 1 
Tvuespay, Jan. 16, 1877. 
Bradshaw, Robert Bateson (Mixon, and Henry Garencicres Pearson, 
=". buildings, Strand, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancashire, Solici- 
rs. Jan 10 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 


Farpay, Jan, 12, 1877, 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 
English Channel Steamship Company, Limited.—V.C. Malins has, 

by an order dated Dec 18, appointed Frederick Whinney, (id 
Jewry, and John Earle Hodges, Abchurch lane, to be the official 
liquidators. Creditors are required, on or bef re Feb 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particu'ars of their debts or claims, to 
the above, Wednesday, Feb 14, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 


North London and Suburban Skating Rink Company, Limited.—The 


M.R. has fixed Tuesday, Jan 23, at 12, at his chambers, as the time 
and place for the appointment of an official liquidator 


Original Hartlepool Collieries Company, Limited.—Petition for winde 


ing up, presented Jan 5, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, 
and not before the M R. (as previously advertized) on Jan 19, Har 
court and Macarthur, Mvorgaie +t, solicitors for the petitioners 


Tugspay, Jan. 16, 1877, 
Liutrep In Caancery, 


Kermoor Fisheries and Reservoirs Company, Limited.— Petition for 


winding up, presented Jan 11, directed to be heard before V.0, Hall 
on Jan 26. Campbell and Co, Warwick st, Regent st, solicitors for 
the petitioners 


Mostyn Silver Lead and Blende Company, Limited.—The M.R. has 


fixed Thursday, Jan 25, at 12, at his chambers, as the time and 
for the appointment of ‘an officia' liquidator : er 


Positive Government Security Life Assurance Company, Limited.— 


Petition for winding up, presented Jan 9, directed to be heard before 
V.C. Malins on Jan 26. Philp, Budge row, Cannon st, solicitor for 
the petitioner 


Profit Union, Limited. Petition for winding up, presented Jan 12, 


directed to be heard before V.C. Hall on Jan 26. Musgrave, 


att ae Queen Victoria st, solicitor for the petitioner 


y Consolidated Mining Company, Limited.—Patition for winding 
Pp d Jan 13, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon on Jan 
Girdlestone, Albany courtyard, Piccadiily, solicitor for the peti 





up, 
27. 


tioner 
Standfield’s Patent Cab Company, Limited —V.C. Bacon has fixed Jan 
sppointment 


25, at 12, at bis chambers, as the time and p| 
of an official liquidator — 


County PaLatine or Lancaster. 


Pendleton Machine Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, —pre- 


to be heard before the V.U, on Tuesday, Jan 
the . 


Jan 8, 
28, at 3.30. . Ramwell and Co, Manchester, solicitors for 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
TusepaY, Jan. 16, 1877, 


Labourers’ Accident and Burial Society, Coach and Horses Inn, Still- 


house lane, Birmingham. Jan |} 


St. Columb New Friendly Society, New Inn, St. Columle Major, Corn- 


wall. Jan 12 


Wilne and Draycott me oy Benefit Society, Coach and Horses Inn, 
n 


Draycott, Derby. Ja 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 


Last of 4 
Friar, Jan, 12, 1877, 








Strong, Catherine Elizabeth, Eastbourne, Sussex. Feb 10, Strong ¥ 
Strong, V.C, Malins. Ram, Red Lion sq 
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‘Turspay, Jan. 16, 1877. 
Barnes, Francis Kentucky, Bristol, Merchant. 
s, V.C. Malins. Harwood, Bristol 
Hycb, William James, Essex rd, Islinuton, Rookseller, Feb 7. Ens- 
worth v Abbey, V.C. Hell. Jourdain, Ludgate hill 
Jones, John, Neath, Glamorgan, ‘iinman, feb 27. Jones v Shilling, 
District Ri 


Feb 19. Barnes v 


egistrar, Fisher st, Swansea, Leyson, Swansea 
, Samuel, Richmond grove, Barnsbury, Printer. Feb 1. Reeves 
y Reeves, V.C. Malins. Rexworthy, Cheapside 
Ungley, William, Baynes row, Clerkenwell, Wire Contractor. Feb 15. 
Ungley v Ungley, V.C. Malins. Rvoks, King st, Cheapside 


Creditors under 22 & 28 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripvay, Jan. 5, 1877. 
Ashby, Edward, Harmondsworth, Middlesex, Baker. Feb 24. Gardiner 
Co, Uxbridge ‘ 
Aspinall, Martha, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. March 1. Norris 
and Sons, Liverpool 3 
Berriman, Lewis Arthur, Holywell, Flint, Licensed Victualler. Jan 31. 
Barrell and Rodway, Liverpool 
Carlile, Hester Elizabeth, Clifton, Bristol. March 1. Fry and Co, 
Bristol 


0! 

Gawthron, Wil'iam, Frankwell, Shrewsbury, Salop, Painter. March 5. 
Craigs, Shrewsbury 

oe, Louisa, Sudbury, Suffolk, Corn Dealer. Feb 14. Andrewes and 
‘©, ogg? A 

Costeiloe, ary Theresa, Westmoreland-rd, Bayswater. Feb 2. 
Thomson and Co, Great Jame-st, Be'ford-row 

Ooupland, Harriet, &carborovgh, York. Feb 1. Christie, Lothbury 

Dunn, Charles Birtill, Clifton, Bristol, Gent. March 1. Brittan and 

Bristol 

aoe, Henry, Woodbury-down, Stoke Newington, Gent, Feb 14. 
Jackson and Ellen, Chancery-lane 

Enderby, William, Beckington, Somerset, Esq. Feb 5. Johnson and 
Co, Austin-friars 

Greenwood, Thomas, Sandfield Lodge, Hampstead, Esq. Feb 28. 
Paine and Co, Gresham House 

Harriss, William Thomas Oi:ver, Dempsey-st, Mile End, Gent. Feb 3. 
Pearce and Son, Giltepar-st 

Hoskyns, Chandos Wren, Harewood, Hereford, Esq. Feb 16. Dom- 
ville and Co, New-sq, Line: In’s-inn 

Jones, Hannah, Carnarvon. Feb 10. Turner and Allanson, Carnarvon 

—_. bo pai Osgodby, York, Farmer. March 8. Moody and Co, 


Mawson, John, Holb>ck, Leeds. Feb 16. Middleton and Sons, Leeds 

Oldroyd, Mark, Overton Hall, York, Gent. March 1, Scholefield and 
Son, Dewsbury 

Parker, George, Sutton, near Macclesfield, Cheshire, Cotton Spinner. 
Jan 6, Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Bees Pato, Bristol, Dealer in Plate. March 1. Brittan and Co, 

t 

Roberts, John, Bury-st, St. James’s, Esq. March 31. Webster, 
Linooln’s-in-fields 

Shepherd, James, Landport, Hants, Railway Carrier, Feb 5. Feltham, 


ortsea 

Smethurst, Joseph, Guide Bridge, Lancashire, Engineer, Feb 1. 
Slater and Poole, Manchester 

Stapleton, Henry, Dewsbury, York, Flock Merchant. March 1. 
Scholefield and 80n, Dewsbury 

Thornhill, William, Walsall, Staffordshire, Brush Manufacturer. “Feb 
13, Cotterell, W 

Turner, Emma Anne, Newton, Montgomery. Fe> 1. Woosnam and 
Co, Newtown 

Verlander, Henry Jacob, Davies-st, Berkeley-sq, Gent, Feb 5. 
Richards, Warwick-st, Regeut-st 

Withecomb, Thomas, Lee green, Kent, Gent. Feb 5. Wood, Chatham 


Tvurspay, Jan, 9, 1877. 
Aberdein, William John, Royal Mint, Gent, March 1. Rhodes and 
Son, Chancery-lane 
Alexander, Joshua, Wimpole-st, Cavendish.sq, Esq. Feb 20. Emanuel 
and Simmonds, Finsbury-circus 
Allpress, Edward Whetham, Eltham, Kent, Esq. March 1. Rhodes 
and Son, Chancery-lane 
, Christopher, Whitwood Mere, York, Butcher. March 2). 
ley and Bradley, Castlef rd 
Cameron, Alexander, Hatfield, York Surgeon. Feb 4. Verity, Don- 


Collier, William Carr, Lower Bronghton, Lancashire, Tia Plate Worker. 
Feb 14. Atkinson and Co, Manchester 
ee Kingston-upon-H uli, Keal Owner. Feb 23. Laverack, 


H 
Davies, Morgan, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Feb 26. Gibbs, New- 


Dodd, Mary Elizabeth, Walton-park, nr Liverpool. Feb15. Wright 
and Brown, Carlisle’ or ? 
Edwards, William, Lincoln, Gent. April 6. Hebb, Lincoln 
Grint, James ‘Myhil!, Little Exrl-st, Soho, Ironmonger. March 1}. 
and Co, Southamptou-st, Bloomsbury 
Harris, John, Plumstead, Kent, Gent. Feb 16, Farnfield and Sampson, 


m Victoria st 
a Gateshead, Durham, Builder, Mareh 1. Kenmir, 


Baskell, Sophin, Bournemouth, Hants. March 1. Lacey and Son, 
Bournemouth 

. Major-General Lincoln ogg Ravn peer ng es Hyde 

park, Bombay Staff Corps. Feb 26. Nicholl and Co, Howard-st, 


Jenkins, David, Dallaston, Pembroke, Farmer. Feb 1. Davies and Co 
Haverfordwest 


Kerfoot, Th Cornbrook, near Manchester, Plasterer. March 1, 
Bagshaw and wi orth, Manchester ‘ 





Millward, John, Mayfield, Staffordshire, Yeoman. ° land 

and Rigby, mates r eames 

Moore, Joseph, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Chemist. Feb 10. Davies 

and Co, Haverfordwest 

Neele, Josiah, Lampley Stoke, Wiltshire, Esq. ‘Feb 26, Elliott 

Verulam buildings, ‘#ray’s-inn % 

Oddy, Ralph, Huddersfield, Yorkshire, Cabinet Maker. April 9. North 

Ondish, Noah, Serrkest Derby, F 

ir » Noah, Swarkestone, Derby, Farmer. March 1. Sa'e, De 

o> William, Monachdy, Anglesea, Labourer. Jan 24.” Robests, 
jangor 

Rastall, William Rickworth, Lincolnshire, Fa: b . Stan- 
i/and and ‘Wigelsworth, Boston es 

Riley, Joseph, Manchester, Corn Grinder, March 31. Wood and 
Atkinson, Manchester 

a, James, Abram, Lancashire, Feb 10. Wright and Appleton, 

igan 

Start, Harley, Stainton, Nottingham, Baker. Feb 16. Heath and Son, 
Nottingham 

Stockdale, John, Liverpool. Feb 6. Thomson and Co, Great James- 
st, Bedford-row 

Stratt, Isaac, Hadleigh, Suffulk, Farmer. Feb 15. Robinson and Co, 

iS) nes, Behaad Fdg Ch 

ykes, Ric . ele: eshire, Bleacher. May 1. Rushton 
Co, Bolton-l¢-Muors’” : . “ann 

Thomeon, James Wigleeworth, Southowram, Halifax, Yorkshire, Gent. 
March 12. Sutcliffe, Hebden Bridge 

Thornton, Richard Napoleou, Portland-place, Esq. Feb 26. Elliott 
Verulam buildings, G-ay’s-inn 

Townsend, John, Southport, Lancashire, Gent. March 15. Sutcliffe, 
Hebden Bridge 

Twinberrow, James, Suckley, Worcestershire, Farmer. Feb 28. 
Southa’l, Worcester 

Wilkinson, Joseph, Sheffield, Optic Glass Grinder. Feb 9. Vickers 
and Son, Sheffield 

Williams, Vincent, Swanage, Dorsetshire, Retired Commander R.N. 
April 5. Jenkins, Falm uth 


Fripay, Jan. 12, 1877. 
> Henry, Leeds, Chemist. March 1. Simpson and Burrell, 
e 


Leeds 

Beckwith, Jane Emily, Maidenhead. Feb 21. Rhodes, Church court, 
Clement’s lane 

Berry, Richard Bennett, Torquay. Feb 20. Tucker and Son, Ashburton, 
Devon 

Birch, William, Hoo Green. Cheshire, Licensed Victualler. March 3. 
Addileshaw and Warburton, Ma: chester 

Bremner, Henry, Liverpoo!, Solicitor. March 1, Bremner and Co, 
Liverpool 

Byford, Christopher, Whitwood Mere, York, Butcher. March 21. 
Bradley and Bradley, Castleford 

Charles, Richard, Haughton, Northumberland, Gent. March 1. Saw- 
bridge, Miik st, Cheapside 

Clark, Edward, Weston-super-Mare, Esq. March 20. Prideaux and 
Clark, Bristol 

Clement, Richard, West Peckham, Kent, Farmer. March 1. Stenning, 
Tonbridge 

Colchester, Charles Cornwell, Champion terrace, Denmark hill, Esq. 
Feb 10. Young and Co, St Mildret’s court, Poultry 

Croysdill, Henry, Canonbury park south, Accountant. March 1, 
Travers and Co, Throzmorton st 

Dyer, Thomas, Northampton st, Essex rd, Cabinet Manufacturer. 
March 1. Harcourtand Ma Arthur, Moorgate st 

Gott, James, Kirkby Lonsdale, Westmoreland, Gent, March 15. Sill, 
Middlesborough-on-Tees _ 

Harris, Juliet Susanna, Lerrimore rd, Walworth. Jan 25. Harris, 
St James's st, Pall moll 

Heathcote, John, Rainow, Cheshire, Farmer. Feb 25. Brocklehurst 
and Co, Macclesfield 

Hulse, Samuel, Minshull Vernon, Cheshire, Grocer. March 25, Cooke, 





Crewe 

Ings, Er, Leigh Common, Somerset, Farmer. Jan 31. Clarkes and 
€o, Gresham House, Old Brosd st 

Jackson, Rev George, Oswald«irk Rectory, York. March 1, Harcourt 
and MacArthur, Moorgate st 

Jones, Charlotte Elzs, Clapbam rd, Feb 11. Williams and Co, Lin- 
coln’s inn fields aeveatteatniniiie outim 

Kenrick, Mary Ann, otherwise Mary Kenderick, Craigycorn Bwichgwyn, 
Denbigh. Feb 16. Red, Wrexham 

Kirby, William, Sweffling, Suffolk, Farmer, March 5. Welton, Woed- 
bridge 


Kirkbank, John, Cumpstones, Cumberland, Gent. Feb 11. Butler, 
Broughton-in-Furness 

Marsh, William, Hackford rd, Brixton, Wine Cooper. Feb 24. Pon- 
cione, Raymond buildings, Gray’s inn 

McCutchan, Ivie, Elm Lodge, Dulwich, Esq. March 1. Sawbridge, 
Milk st, Cheapside 

McNiven, Charles, Perrysfield, Surrey, E:q, March 1. Charlewood 
and Co, Manchester 

Minter, Richard Dunnett, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Hardwareman. Feb1. 
Brooke, Wooabridge 

Oldham, David, Macclesfield, Cheshire, Gent. March 26, Stephens 
and Stephens, Essex st, Strand 

Oppenheim, Morris Michael, Euston sq, Gent, Feb 10. Wild and Oo, 
Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 

Price, William, Kington, Hereford, Gent, Feb 12. Bodenham and 
Temple, Kington 

Prosser, Lucy, eo grove, Peckham, Surrey. March 1. Harcourt 
and MacArthur, Moorgate s' 

Pullen, William, Woking, Farmer. Jan'30. Carrittand Son, Fenchurch 
st 

Robinson, John, Chesterfield, Derby, Watchmaker, Feb 16. Shoosmi:h, 
Northampton 

Rotton, Anna Maria, Tunbridge Wells. Feb 11. Guscotte and Co, 
Essex st, Strand 





soe Angus, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Feb 16. Wallace, Newoastle- 


Stran 
Saunders, William, Albion rd, Dalston, March 1. Wragg, Great St 
Helen's 
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Shearley, Rev William James, Burcot House, nr Wells, Somerset. Clarke, Henry, Holbeach, Lincoln, Outfitter. Jan 22 at 2 at the Crown 


March !. Kingsford and Co, Essex st, Strand ? 

Stevens, Henry, York, Gent. March 1. 8 whridge, Milk st, Cheapside 

Thewles, Maria Elizabeth, Gosport. Feb 19. Leman and Co, Lincoln’s 
inn fields 

‘Walliss, Henry Bell, Mansfield, Nottingham, Cotton Doubler, March 
1. Sawbridge, Milk st, Cheapside ? 

Whitty, James, Liverpool, Woo.len Draper. April 1. Yates and Co, 
Liverpool . 

Willis, Tue Brook, nr Liverpool, Lic2nsed Victualler, March 
1, Bremner and Co, Liverpool si , 

Wilson, Joseph, Newcustle-upon-Tyue, Provision Merchant. Feb 8. 
Watson, Newcas le-up n-Tyne 


Wing, Richard. Ford.gbridge, Hants, Painter. March 12, Stevens 
and King, Ch«ncery tane : 
Wormald, Robert sownas, Angell rd, Brixton, Gent. March 10. 


Mossop, Queen Victoria st 


Bankrupte. 
Farpay, Jan. 12, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Brunies, Martin, Brook st, Grosvenor sq, Surgeon. Pet Jan 11. Spring- 
Rice, Jan 3! at il 
Dashwood, Captain Charles Henry, Dover. Pet Jan 8, Brougham. 
Jan 30 at 11.30 
Parnell, William, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st, Auctioneer, Pet 
Jan 8. Brougham, Jan 23 at 11 
Wigg, Edward James, Govuse green, Peckham. Pet Jan 8, Brougham. 
Jan 30 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Childs, Thomas, Ham, Surrey, Gent. Pet Jan 8. Bell. Kingston, 
Feb t at 4 
Clifford, Montague, and James Green Rogerson, Manchester, Yarao 
Agents. PetJan10. Kay. Manchester, Jan 29 at 10.30 
Croot, Henry, Bristo!, Currier. Pet Jan9. Harley. Bristol, Jan 23 
t 


atz 

Foster, Joseph Pershouse, Moseley, Worcester, Metal Dealer. Pet Jan 
8. Cole. Birminghim, Jan 30 at 2.30 

Hollidge, William James, snd Thomas Smallridge, jun, South Nor- 
wood, Builders. Pet Jan 4. Row.and. Coydon, Jan 23 at 2 

Kaye, Wilson, Barusley, Builder. Pet Jan .9. Bury. Barnsley, Jan 
26 at 11 

Pilson, James. Cambridge, Wine Merchant. 
Cambr.dge, Jan 25 at 3 


Tuespay, Jan. 16, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
fo Surrender in London. 
Borras, Thomas, King st, Cheapside, Brick Agent. Pet Jan 12, Keene. 
Jan 29 atl i 
Selby, Thomas, Museum Hotel, Great Russell st, Gent. Pet Jan 12, 
Keene. Jan 29a 12 


Williamson, J » Regent st, Coal Merchant. Pet Jan 12. Keene. 
Jan 29 at 11,30 


Pet Jan 8. Eaden. 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Barker, William, Liverpool, Printer. Pet Jan 13. 
Jan 29 at 1 
Bettaney, William, Stoke-upon-Trent, China Manufacturer. Pet Jan 2. 
Keary. Stoke-up.n-Trent, Jan 31 at tl 
Corser, George, Manchester, Timber Merchant. Pet Jan 13. Lister. 
Manchester, Feb 15 at 9,30 
Dashwood, Frevericé, Bournemouth, Builder. Pet Jan 12. Dickinson. 
Poole, Jan 29 at 11 
Haw, James, Scerborough, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 12. Woodall. 
__ borough, Jan 29 ac i 
Jenkins, Henry, Sioke-upon-Trent, China Manufacturer. Pet Jan 2. 
Keary. Stoke-upvo-Trent, Jan 31 at 11 
Ross, George Clark, Barnes, Surrey, Telegraph Clerk. 
Willoughby. Wandsworth, Feb 2 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Farpay, Jan. 12, 1877. 

Walpole V » Liandefalley, Brecon. Jan9 
Torspay, Jan. 17, 1877, 

Hooper, Howard Joseph, Lewisham, Kent, Salesman. Jan 18 


Liquidation by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Pawar, Jan, 12, 1877. 

Atherton, John Gaskin, and Thomas John flenney, Birkenhead, Wine 
Merchants. Jan 25 at 12 at offices of Sebright and Co, Hamilton st, 
Birkenhead 

Barwell, James, Barking, Essex, Builder, 
Preston, Mara lane 

Bedford, Joseph, SheMeld, Iron Merchant. Jan 26 at 1 at the Royal 
Hote}, Olé Haymarket, Shettield. Greaves and Allen, Sheffield 

Bensusan, Abraham Levy, Bishopsgate st within, Commission Mer- 
chant. Jan 25 at 11 at offices of Ashdown, Gresnam st. Lane, 


Watson. Liverpool, 


Scar- 


Pet Jan 9. 


Harris, Rev H 


Jan 29 at 11 at offices of 


st 
» Daniel, Manchester, Painter. 


Branbu: Jaa 24 at 3 at offic es of El- 
toft, King st, Manchester 

Br , Charles, Batterwick, Lincoln, Farmer. Jan 23 at 11 at offices 
of Wise, Charchyard, Boston 


Brown, Henry, West Retford, Nottingham, Cooper. Jan 25 at 11 at 
offices of Biadon, Guinsborcuch 


Inn, Holbeach. Gaches, Psterborough 

Cole, Edwin, Kidderminster, Worcester, Frniterer. Jan 31 at Bat 
offices of Miller and Co, Bax er chamb>rs, Church st, Kiddermin star 

Cook, George Philip, jun, Higaest, Bathni green, Builder, Jan 29 
at 3 at offices of Poncio, jua, Raymond buildings, Gray's ing 

Cottrell, James, Bristul, Siddier, Jan 22 at tl at offices of Robsrts, 
Clare st, Bristol 

Croft, John Lumley, Sinderlan1, Game Daaler.. Jan 25 at 11 at oBees 
of Hall, Villiers st, Sun ‘erlant 

Cummins, Edward Joseph, Weedington rd, Kentish town, Coffee Housg 
Keeper. Jan 22 a: 3 xt officeso J urdan, Ladgate hill 

Ewens, Albert, Vauxhal’ walk, Lambeth, Coutractor, Jan 24 at 12 at 
offices of Hawkins, Chincery tane 

Farrer, John, Tempsford, Bedford, Farmer. Jan 30 at 11 at offices of 
Mitchell and Webb, St Pawl’s sq, %ed' ord 

Foster, George, Baddesiey Kasor, Warwick, Drag Rakemaker. Jan 93 
at 12 at offices of Grove, Atlas chambers, Para lis: st, Birmingham 

Frater, William Jobn, and Joon Toomas Ward Newcastle, Com. 
misionAgents, Feb 5 at 3 at orfices of Daglish, Sandhill, Newcastle. 
upon-Tyne 

Gooch, Robert Stephen, Belvedere, Kent, Buildsr. Jan 30 at 13 at 
offices of Brown, Westminster chaubers, V.ctoria st. Maynard 
Clifford’s inn 

Greenwood, John Thomas, Barton-1p0n-Hiaber, Lincoln, Saddler, 
Jan 25 at3 at the Peacock Hotel, Boston. Masoa, Barton-upon. 
Humber 

Harrington, William, Hanley, Engineer. Jan 27 at 11 at the Copelang 
Arms Inn, Stoke-upon-lreat. Shires, Lei-ester 

Hart, Louis Napol-on, Leeds, Tobacconist. Jin 24 at 4 at offices of 
Tempest and Hewson, Albion st, Le ds. Singleton, Bradford 

Hartley, William, Beesonhirst, Halifix,B ick maker. Jan 25 at I at 
13, Ward’s end, Halifax. Holroyde ani S nith 

Hill, William, Long Eston, Derby, Colliery Agent. Jan 29 at 12 at 
offices of Acton, Victoria st, No:tinghan 

Hobson, John Tissaman, Scarborough, Coach Builder. Jaa29 at 8 at 
offices of Watts, Queen st, Scaroorouch 

Hodkin, Henzer, Worksop, Notringhim, Plasterer. 
offices of Esam, George st. She'fieid 

Horasby, Thomas, Ne v:astle-upon-Cyne, Shoemaker. Jan 2! at 3at 
offices of Stanford, Collingwood st, Ne-ycastie-upor-Cyne 

Howell, William, Queen’s rd, D .iston, Journ -yman Cheesemonger. Jag 
31 at 3 at offices of Fentun, Fo th rd, Highgats 3 

Hudson, Willian, acon st, Kethnal :reen, Beer Retailer. Jan 24 at? 
at offices of Morris, Paternoster row 

Hulme, Joseph Titus, West G.rton, Lancashire, Painter. 
at offices of Storer, Foun ain s', Manches er 

Jackson, Wiiliam, No manby, York, Aerated Water Manufacturer. Jan 
23 at 11 at offices of Gibson, Commercial buildings, Middiesborough, 


Jan 26 at li at 


Jan 3l at3 


Spry 

Jennings, Jesse, Canterbury, Butcher. Jin 26 at 1 at the Falstaff 
Hotel, Westgate without, Canterbury. Moss, ‘iracechuroa st 

Jones, Hugh, Garthgynn n, Denbign, Farn-r Jin 3l at tl at the 
Castle Hotel, Ruthin. Louis and Etwaeds, Ru hin 

Jones, Richard Evan, Ton, Ystradyfoiwg, Glanorgan, Licensed 
Victualler, Jan 25 at 2 at offices of Huliier and Williams, Church st 
Pontypridd 

Keenan, Patrick, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Furniture Dealer. Jan 
26 at 2 at offices of Pat ick, jar, Fore B» dgste, Bishop Auckland 

Kobeisky, Solomon Abraham, Manchester, Shopkeeper. Jan 25 at Il 
at offices of Phillips, “all mall, Manche ter 

Laister, Walter Edward, Sneffield, Iron Merchant. Jan 26 at 11 at the 
— Hotel, Old Haymarket, Snetieli. Greaves and Allen, Shef- 

eld 

Lake, Richard, Hetton-le-Hole, Durham, Gen»ral Dealer. Jan 24 at 
12 at offices of McAllum, Grainger st west, Newcastle-oa-Tyne, 
Salkeld, Durham 

Lewis, Wiliiam, Llanel!y, Carmarthen, Tea Dealer. Jan 25 at 11 at 
officeso f Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 

Lloyd, George, Goodrich, Hereford, Butcher. Jan 30 at 3 at the George 
Hotel, Ross. Jackson, Str ud 

Long, James, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. Jan 24 at 3 at offices o 
Ibberson, Dewsbary 

Lyndon, Mark William, Mayall rd, Mercantile Clerk. Jan 27 at 2.30 
at offices of Dixon and Co, Bedford row 

Maggs, William, Lodway, Somerset, Builder. Jan 24 at 3 at officeso 
—— aud Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, sristol. Clifton, 

isto) 

Manns, George, Tilton rd, Oamden grove, Peckham, no occupation, 
Jan 25 at 12 at 59, Kennington rd, Lambeth. Pearman 

McGregor, John, Leeds, Travelling Driver. Jan 23 at 12 at offices of 
Terry and Robinson, Market «t, B-adford 

Morgan, William, Llanelly, Rope Manufacturer. Jan 26 at 12 at offices 
of Hare, Exchange, Bristol. Rees, Lianelly 

Mosley, George William, Stalybridge, “ancashira, Grocer. Jan 25 at3 
at the Commercial Ian, Melbourne st, Stalybridge. Buckley and 
Miller, Stalybridge 

Neal, Joseph James, Bracknell, Berks, Grocer. Jan 30 at | at the 
George Hotel, Reading. Cave, bracknell 

Padfield, Joho, Bristol, Carpenter. Jan 27 at 11 at offices of Wigens, 
Nicholas st, Bristol. Sherrard, Bristol 

Plowman, Gregory Austin, and Frederick Plowman, Skirbeck Quarter, 
nr Boston, Lincoln, Builders, Jan 25 at | at the Red Lion Hotel, 
Boston. Bailes, Boston 

Prics, Benjamin, Ne«th, Glamorgan, Liconsed Victualler. Jan 24 at 
12 at offices of Leyson, James st, Neath 

Rawsthorne, William, »nd William Fielden, Bolton, Brick Manufac- 
tarer. Jan 25 at (1 at offices of Morri:, Town Hall chambers, Chorley 

Read, Thomas George, King’s Lynn, Nortolk, Ooacn Builder. Jaa 24 

at 12 at o'fices of Nurse, St James st, King’s Lynn 

Rees, David, Neath, Glamorgan, Bookseller. Jan 25 at 3 at offices of 

Charles, Parade, Neath 

Ricketts, William H-nry, Dewsbury, York, Provision Dealer, Jan 26 

at 2.30 at offices of Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 

Riley, Dorothy, and «euben R ley, Biliington, Lancashire, Bobbin 

Manufacturers. Jan 26 at 1! at the White Bull Hotel, Church st, 





Butler, Henry, Great Westera terrace, Westbourne park, Builder. 
Jan 27 at i at offices of Copp, Essex st, Strand 


Biackburn. Eastham, Clitheroe 
Ross, Henry, Manchester, Operstive Cheniat. Jan 24 at 3 at offices 
of Whitaker, Chancery lane, Pall Mall, Manchester. Watsoa, Loeds 
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John, Tonbridge, Kent, Builder. Jan 24 at 11 at the Guildhall 
sf House, Guildhall yard. Stenning, Tonbridge 
, Thomas Foster, Donnington-upon-Bain, Lincoln, Farmer, 
, at 2 at offices of Hyde, jan, Upgate, Louth 
, Robert Dudley, Saddiers’ Hall court, Cheapside, Merchant. 
Jan 26 at 12 at offices of Plunkett, Gutter lane 
ons, Simon, Crown st, -oho, Clothier. Jan 19 at 11 at offices of 
eel, St Mary’s court, Leicester 
gonthworth, Robert, Liverpool, General Dealer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices 
‘of Parkinson, Commerce court, Lord rd, Liverpool 
Spry: Samuel, and Frederick Sprv, Charing cross, India Rubber Manu- 
Jorera, Jan 25 at 12 at offices of Plunkett, Gutter lane 
Stevens, James Francis, Upper Ground st, Blackfriars, Wharfinger 
ian 29 at 3 at offices of E din, Coleman st. Horwood, Coleman st 
on, John, Bury St Edmands, Suffolk, Clothing Manofacturer. 
Jan 22 at | at offices of Morley and Sherriff, Palmerston buildings, 
Broad st. Pollard, Ipswich 
ons, Andrew, and William Symons, Southwark bridge rd, 
Jan 24 at 3 at 111, Cheapside. Ashurst and Co, Old 


















vad Henry, Abergavenny, Monmouth, Mason. Jan 29 at 10.30 at 
offices of Sayce, Lion st, Abergavenny 
Tomes, Henry John, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Grocer. Jan 22 at 3 at 
offices of Duke, Temple row, Birmingham 
Tompkins, Charles Ault, Toddington, Bedford, Baker. Jan 23 at 11.30 
at the Bell Inn, Toddington. Scargill, Luton 
n, Charles, Bristol, Boiler Maker. Jan 20 at Il at offices of 
Essery, Guildhall, Broad st, Bristol 
fardy, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Boarding House Keeper. Jan 
g5at 3 at offices of Stantord, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Walkington, George, Dewsbury, York, Grocer. Jan 31 at 2 at offices 
of Clay, Union st, Dewsbury. Watts and Son, Dewsbury 
Wall, Frederick Isaac, Ourdiff, Tobacconist, Jan 29 at 11 at offices of 
an and Scott, High st, Cardiff 
Warren, Daniel, Dunstable, Bedford, Straw Dealer. Jan 25 at 1 at 
the Ship Inn, Leighton Buzzard. Scargill, Luton 
Watson, Henry, Armley, nr Leeds, Builder, Jan 25 at 3 offices of 
at offices of Granger, Bank st, Leeds 
Webb, Thomas, Craven park, S:amford hill, Ship Owners. Jan 24 at 2 
at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
West, Joseph James, Mare st, Hackney, Butcher. Jan 20 at 10 at 
offices of Hicks, Grove rd, Victoria park 
Wharton, Robert, South Eston, York, Grocer. Jan 22 at 11 at offices 
of Tayler, Dovecot at, Stockton-on-Tees 
Whitaker, John Henry, Fuxton, Lancashire, Salesman. Jan 29 at 2 at 
offices of Cunliffe and Co, Brown st. Manchester 
White, Thomas Alfred, Sheerness, Kent, Draper. Jan 25 at 10.15 at 
offices of Hicks and Co, Globe ri, Mile End 
Whitehead, William, Helpston, Northampton, Brewer. Jan 24 at 11 
at offices of Deacon and Wilkins, Cross st, Peterborough 
Willett, George, Hastings, Sussex, Builder. Jan 24 at 11 at the 
Bridge House Hotel, London bridge. Langham and Son, Hastings 
Wilhams, George, Heaton Vorris, Lancashire, Tailor. Jan 25 at 3 at 
offices of Brown and Ainsworth, St Petersgate, Stockport 
Woodger, Henry, Monkwearmouth Shore, Durham, Fish Curer. Jan 
%4 at 3 at the Royal Hotel, Bridge st, Monkwearmouth Shore. Hick, 


Scarborough 
Tuxspay, Jan. 16, 1877. 


Acome, George, Church st, Stoke Newington, Furrier. Jan 31 at 3 at 

21, Bedford row 
Henry, Oldswinford, Worcester, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 29 
at 1) at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 

Amies, Nathaniel Jones, Manchester, Braid Manufacturcr. Jan 29 at 3 
at offices of Gould, St Peter’s gate, Manchesier 

Ashmore, John, Alsager, Cheshire, Gent. Jan 31 at3 at the Alsager 
Arms Inn, Alsager. Cooper, Congleton 

Barnes, George, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Grocer. Jan 25 at 11 at offices 
of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

Basford, Joseph, Nantwich, Cheshire, Provision Dealer. Jan 30 at 2, 
at offices of Lisle, Nantwich 

Bate, Urban, Bilston, Stafford, no occupation. Jan 29 at 11 at offices 
of Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 

Bateman, William, Chesterfield, Derby, Clog Dealer. Jan 27 at 3 at 
offices of Gee, High st, Chesterfield 

Bayley, Frederick, Margate, Builder. Feb 5 at 3 at offices of Robinson 

ket place, Margate 

Bese David, Durham, Travelling Draper. Jan 30 at 11 at offices of 

ley, Norfolk st, Sunderland 

Bethell, Oharles, Sale, Cheshire, Landscape Gardener. Jan 29 at 3 at 
offices of Rylance and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 

Bloomer, John, Birmingnam, Grocer. Jan 29 at 10.15 at cffices of East, 
Eldon 7 ay ener st, Birmingham 

Boland, William, Birmingham, Gilt Jeweller. Jan 25 at 12 at offices of 
Southall and Co, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Bradley, Charies Sidney, Hipswe'l, York, Farmer. Feb 6 at 12 at offices 
of Hunton, Richmond : 

Bricknell, Robert, and Samuel Topp, Reading, Boot Manufacturers. 
Feb5 at 12 at offices of Barnard and Co, Burlington chambers, N ew 
st, Birmingham. Southall and Co, Birmingham 

Brown, Samuel, Hucknall Torkerd, Nottingham, Miner. Feb 2 at 12 
at offices of Fraser, Wheelergate, Nottingham 

Buck, Thomas, Lansdowne rd, Clapham rd, Solicitor’s Clerk. Jan 27 
atlat7, Wilmington sq. Lewis 

Bullen, Thomas, Bloxwich, Stafford, Charter Master. Jan 30 at 11 at 
offices of Glover, Park st, Walsa 

Calverley, Thomas, Governor of Oxford Castle. Feb 2 at 11 at offices 
of Swearse, Corn Market st, Hereford 

Clarke, Robert, Ware, Hertford, Farmer. Feb 1 at 12 at the Salisbury 
Arms Hote}, Hertford. Gisby and Son 

» Joseph John, Ponsonby terrace, Vauxhall bridge rd, 
Plumber, Jan 23 at 4 at the Rochester Arms, Rochester row, West- 
minster, Gregory, Barbican 

‘Crowshaw, Robert, Ramsbottom, nr Manchester, Joiner, Jan 29 at 3 
at offices of Grandy and Co, Union st, Bury . 

Dalton, William, Sheffield, Table Knife Manufacturer, Jan 29at 12at 

offices of Auty and Son, Queen st, Sheffield 





Davies, Thomas, St Mary Axe, Cowkeeper, Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
r and Craigs, Cheapside. Haigh, jun, King st, Cheapside 
Dawson, Robert, Langley park, Durham, Grocer. Jan 27 at 3 at offices 
of Hope, Norfolk st, Sunderland 
Durman, Richard Faulkner, Midhurst, Sussex, Smith. Jan 30 at 2 
at the Ange! Hotel, Midhurst. Albery and Lucas, Midhurst 
Fishwick, Samuel, Wigan, Butcher. Feb 1 at li at offices of Wilson, 
King st, Wigan 
French, William, Bristol, Boot Salesman. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Tricks and Co, City chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 
Fuller, Charles, Ramszy, Huntingdon, Veterinary Surgeon. Jan 30 at 
3 at the George Hotel, Ramsey. Gaches, Peterborough 
George, Oharles Froggatt, Great Bridge, Tipton, Stafford. Jan 25 at 
11 at offices of Stanley, Bridge st, W. ' 
Glover, George, and Henry Cooper, Liverpool, Clog Marufacturers. 
Jan 30 at 3 at offices of Goffey, Lord st, Liverpool 
Glover, John, Shelton, Stafford, Grocer. Jan 23 at 3 at 8, Cheapside, 
Hanley. Ashmall, Hanley 
Gough, James, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Jan 27 at 11 at 
offices of Stratton and Rudland, Que en st, Wolverhampton 
Green, Henry, Neath, Glamorgan, Colliery Proprietor. Feb 1 at 11 at 
offices of Curtis, Queen st, Neath 
Hacking, John, Higher Walton, nr Preston, Lancashire, Beerhouse 
Keeper. Feb 1 at 2 at offices of Cooper, Chapel st, Preston 
Halliwell, Benjamin, and Thomas Scholes Buckley, Oldham, Coal 
ee. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of Aston and Sons, Clegg st, 
am 
Harrison, John, and Joseph Charles Lloyd, Birmingham, Lead Mer- 
chants, . Jan 30 at 12 at offices of Hawkes and Weekes, Temple st, 
Birmingham 
Hartley, Joseph, Manchester, General Warehouseman. Jan 26 at 3 at 
offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Manchester 
Henley, John, Eastbourne, Grocer. Jan 27 at 1l ct the Bear Hotel, 
Cliffe. Hillman 
Henocksberg, Maurice Julius, Upper Charles st, Northampton sq, 
Islington, Commercial Traveller. Jan 24 at 10 at 28, Leicester sq, 
Fisher and Co 
Hewett, Elizabeth, Bedford. Feb 2 at 12 at offices of Whyley and Piper, 
Hodgson, Hearty. and William Clapha Hodgson, W: 
igson, Henry, an illiam pham oodhouse, nr 
Leeds, Builders. Jan 26 at 3 at offices of Lodge, Park row, Leeds 
Hughes, Hugh, Mold,| Flint, Builder. Jan 24 at 12 at offices of Churton, 
Eastgate buildings, Chester 
Hunter, Samuel, Manchester, Hatter. Jan 31 at 3 at offices of McEwen , 
Lloyd st, Manchester 
Jackson, John, Hunslet, Leeds, Butcher. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Brooke, Bond st, 
Janion, John, Runcorn, Cheshire, Ship Carpenter. Jan 29 at | at offices 
of Linaker, Bank chambers, Runcorn 7 
Janion, Thomas, Liverpool, Forwarding Agent, Jan 30 at 2 at offices 
of Etty, Unity baildings, Lord st, Liverpool : 
Jones, Eustace, High st, Wand«worth, Agent. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
and Scott, George st, Richmond 
Kerr, Alexander, Gloucester, Travelling Draper. Jan 24 at 3 at offices 
of Haines, St John’s lane, Gloucester 
Laporte, Charles Kroll, Birkdale, Lancashire, Schoolmaster. Jan 30 at 
11 at offices of Threlfall, Lord st, Southport 
Lee, George, Oulton, York, Joiner. Jan 25 at 3 at offices of Turner, 


Park 9p Leeds 

Lloyd, William Solomon Bowen, Birmingham, Pearl Worker, Jan 31 
at 11 at offices of Barber, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Love, John, Market place, Kingston-2n-Thames, failor. Jan 31 at 2 
at offices of Wilkinson and Howlett, Bedford st, Covent gerden 

Maguire, Joseph Collier, Manchester, Winaow Biind Maker. Jan 31 at 
3 at offices of Horner and Son, Clarence st, Manchester 

Manning, George, and John Cotterill Dowdney, Cannon st rd, 
Builders. Jan 29 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavero, Gresham st. James 
and Son, Leadenhall at 

Marland, Thomas, Farnworth, Lancashire, Bricksetter. Jan 94at 3 
at offices of Scowcroft, Town Hall sq, Bolton t 

Martin, Henry George, Burslem, Stafford, Grocer. Jan 26 at lla 
offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 

McVey, Hugh, Kirkdale, nr Liverpool, Boot Manufacturer. Jan 29 at 
at 3 at oftices of Lynch and Teebay, Lord st, Liverpool 

Meacham, James, Piddington, Northampton, Publican. Jan 26 at 11 
at offices of Jeffery, Market sq, Northampton 

Milligan, Thomas, Gateshead, Durham, Tailor. Jan 24 at 1 at offices 
of Wilson, Featherstone chambers, Collingwood st, Newcastle-on- 


Tyne 

Moll, John William, Pomeroy st, Old Kent rd, New Cross, Catler. Jan 
26 at 12 at offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 

Morgan, Richard, Watford, Hertford, Licensed Victualler. Jan 29 atl 
at the Clarendor Hotel, Watford. Hodgson, Salisbury st, Strand 

Neil, Philip, South Bank, Regent’s park, Gent. Jan 26 at 2 at offices 
of Grain, Philpot lane 

Nobes, John, Stanford-in-the-Vale, Berks, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 30 
at 12 at offices of Jotcham, Wan 

Onions, Is:ac, and William Bailey, Ettingshall, Stafford, Coal Masters. 
Jan 29 at 11 at offices of Stirk, North st, Wolverhampton 

Partridge, Frederick John, Gracecharch st, Wice Merchant. Feb 9 at 
2 at Lombard House, George yard, Lombard st. Vallance and 
Vallance, Essex st, Strand 

Pell, James, Church st, Twickenham, Oilman, Jan 30 at 2 at offices of 
Lay and Scott, Great Newport st, St Martin’s lane 

Potter, Thomas Sydney, 8i-hopsgate st within, Merchant. Jan 30 at 
11 at offices of Foster, Birchin lane 

Pratt, John, Beverley, York, Draper. Jan 31 at 3 at offices of Shep- 
herd, Lairgate, Beverley 

Prosser, Charles, Blaenavon, Monmouth, Innkeeper. Jan 29 at 12 at 
offices of Tribe and Co, High st, Newport. Gibbs, Newport 

Radge, Joseph, South Shields, Durham, Haberdasher. Jan 27 at 10at 
offices of Blair, King st, South Shields ‘ 

Reed, John Burnicle, Bishopwearmouth, Durham, Builder, Jan 29 at 
3.30 at offices of McKenzie, Fawcett st, Sunderland 

Richardson, Henry Ferdinand, Fencharch st, Commission Agent. Jan 
$1 at 2 at offices of Linklater and Co, Walbrook 

Roach, Robert, Aston New Town, nr Birmingham, Baker. Jan 3! at 





3 at offices of Buller and Bickley, Bennott’s hill, Birmingham 
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Roberts, John, Rhosygwalia, Merioneth, Blacksmith. Jan 29 at 12 &¢ 
the Wynnstay Arms, Ruabon. Passiagham, Bela 
Roper, Joseph, Orrell, Lancashire, Cotton Spinner. Jan 29 at 2 at 
offices of Wright and Appleton, King st, Wigan 
Rumson, John, Iifracombe, Devon, Grocer. Feb 5 at 1 at the Grand 
Hotel, Bristol. Ffinch, Barnstaple 
. Joseph, Cadeby, York, Farmer. Jan 29 at 2 at offices of 
Fisher, High st bui'dings, Doncaster 
Sargent, George, Nottingham, out of business. Jan 29 at 3at offices of 
Belk, Middle pavement, Nottinghan 
n, William, Swansea, Wine Merchant. Feb 2 at 3 at offices of 
Tribe and Co, Moorgate st buildings, Moorgate st- Davies and 
Hartland, Swansea 
Scaife, John, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of 
Pullan, Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 
Scoltock, Samuel, Sh bury, Salop, Grocer. Jan 31 at 11 at offices 
of Clarke, Swan hi!l, Shrewsbury 
Scutt, George, Dalton-in-Furness, Lancashire, Brewer. Feb 7 at 2 at 
the Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Poole, Ulverston 
Simon, Camille Marie Euge e, Pier House Laundry, Chiswick, Cleaner, 
Jan 30 at 12 at offices of Taylor and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 
Slater, Samuel, acd Benjamin Riley, Darlaston, Stafford, Colonial 
Works, Jan 26 at 11 at offices of Corbett, Pinfold st, Darlaston 
Smethurst, Johv, Oldham, Lancashire, Colliery Proprietor. Jan 26.at 
3 at offices of Sutton and Elliott, Fountain st, Manchester 
Smith, Henry, Southport, Lancashire, Builder. Jan 31 at 11 at offices 
of Threlfall, Lord st, Southport 
Smith, Mary Aun, Forton, Lancashire, Grocer, Jan 30 at 2 at offices 
of Blackhurst, Fox st, Preston 
Sparks, Richard, Wilmington sq, Enameller. Jan 23 at3 at offices 
of Barnett, New Broad st 
Stanwix, Harry, Leeds, Engineer. Jan 29 at 3 at offices of Hewson, 
East parade, Leeds 
Steele, Joseph, Stoke-upon-Trent, Stafford, Blacksmith. Jan 27 at 11 
at offices of Tennant, Cheapside, Hanley 
Stocks, Joseph Charles. New Basford, Nottingham, Brewer’s Clerk. Feb 
2 at 4 at offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Stokes, John, Altrincham, Cheshire, Chemist. Feb 2 at 11 at offices of 
Whitt, King st, Manchester 
Taylor, Henry, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Jan 30 at 3 at offices of Errington, 
English st, Cartisle 
Taylor, James William, Treorki, Glamorgan, Contractor. Jan 26 at 12 
at offices of Thomas, Church st, Pontypridd 
Taylor, Robert, Langley park,” Durham, Builder. Jan 27 at 4 at 
offices of Hope, Norfolk st, Sun derland 
Thomson, William Armour, Liverpool, Undertaker. Feb 2 at 3 at 
offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liv erpool 
Thomas, William Wallace, South Shields, Darham, Innkeeper. Jan 
31 at 1 at offices of Dale, King st, South Shields 
Thornhill, John Henry, Liverpool, General Dealer. Jan 26 at 2 at 
offices of Pemberton and Co, Harrington st, Liverpool 
, John, Chester, Merchant. Jan 26 at 2 at offices of Roberts 
and Dickson, Newgate st, Chester 
Vertue, George Julius, Weymouth, Dorset, Corn Merchant. Feb 5 at 
lt at the Anction Mart, Market st, Melcombe Regis. Howard, 
Meleombe Regis 
Vile, Elizabeth, Lower Beigrave st, Belgrave sq, Dressmaker. Feb 5 
at 1 at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone rd 
Warner, Frederick William, Great Dunmow, Essex, Ironmonger. Jan 
31 at 12-at the Green Dragon Hotel, Bishopsgate st 
Watson, James, Nottingham, Horse Dealer. Jan 30 at 12 at offices of 
Brittle, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 
Welsh, James, Cambria terrace, Cambria rd, Loughborough Junction, 
out of business. Jan 29 at 2 at offices of Walter and Co, Southamp- 
ton st, Bloomsbury eq 
Whitaker, James, Halifax, York, Outfitter. Jan 29 at 3.30 at offices of 
Storey, King Cross st, Halifax 
Wilkinson, Henry, Accrington, Lancashire, Watchmaker. Jan 26 at 
3at the Derby Hotel, 8t James st, Accrington. Tattersall, Black- 


burn 

Williams, James, Monmouth, Carpenter. Jan 29 at 2 at offices of 
Deakin, Castle Hill, Monmouth 

Williams, William, Hoole, Cheshire, Traveller, Jan 29 at 2 at the Bee 
Hote], Rhy]. Bridgman and Co, Chester 

, Henry, Heyburn terrace, Tottenham, no occupation. Jan 30 

at3 - the Doughty Hall, Bedford row. Lee, Martin’s lane, Can- 
non 3 











MoM. FOULKS LYNCH, Solicitor (two of whose 

pupils obtained honours at the last June Final Examination), 
Author of “ The Statute Law of 1870-76,” ** An Epitome of Practice in 
the Supreme Court,” &c,, PREPARES CANDIDATES for the EX AM- 
INATIONS of the INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, privately, in 
class, or through the post. Terms moderate. References to pu pils. 
—30, Great James-street, Bedford-row, W.C. 





AW EXAMINATIONS.—The Telegram, No. 73, 
just published, price 6d., post 7d., contains Articles on Law 
Reform of 1876, and the Answers to this Sitting’s Final Examination. 
By H. WAKEHAM PURKIS, Esq. The So: ment, price 6d., con- 
tains the Answers to the Intermediate mination. —WiILLAM 
Amer, Law Publisher, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C. 





AW EXAMINATIONS. — The Editor of the 

TELEGRAM bas CLASSES, FINAL and INTERMEDIATE, 

forming for next Easter and Trinity Examinations. Terms moderate.— 
Apply to Witt1aM Amer, Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C. 





ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES ‘are 

superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; Paris, 
1867. Gold from £16 15s,; Bilver from £6 6s,—68, Cornhill ; 230, 
Regent-street ; 76, Strand. 





—————— 


OHN-STREET, BEDFURD-ROW, W.C.—T 4 


J Let, a large doubie-fronted house, admirably adapted for 
of Solicitors, or would be let in ‘suites of offices.—Apply to Mr, 
Bert Bean, Aactioneer and Surveyor, 6, King William-street, 


eel 
JO SOLICITORS and ACCOUNTANTS.—To he 
Konaed in ~ — of the city; meee wath ent offogs, 

one, two, or three floors;as ma, r R moderate,— 
ticulars of Cuanres Tieas, | 2, Poultry, E.0, Be 











Ready on 11th January, 1877, imperial 8vo, cloth boards, 
price ds. 


BY AUTHORITY. 


Tue REVISED EDITION of the STAT 
Vol. XI. 14 & 15 Vict. to 16 & 17 Vict. (A.D. 1851 to 1853), 
Prepared under the direction of the Statute Law Committee, and pub- 
lished by the authority of Her Majesty’s Government. 
Eyar & Spotriswoope, Her Majesty’s Printers, East Hardi street, 
Fetter-lane, London, E.C.; and all Booksellers, 





————., 


Now ready, price 9d., 


7.3.5 LAW ALMANACK f& 
1877. 


‘ 
Published by Taomas Scorr, Warwick-court, Holborn ; 
Surtasy & Co., Paternoster-row; and sold by all Law Booksellers 
and Stationers, 


Peds VERSITY COLLEGE, BRISTOL, 


LAW LECTURESHIP, ‘ 

The Council, with the Co-operation of the Bristol Incorporated Law 
Society, propose to appoint a Lecturer in Equity and Oonveyancing, 

The salary, for a Session of 30 weeks, will be not less than $150 and 
half of the tees paid by the Students, but for the coming short Session 
of 20 weeks, ending in July (for which period the appointment will, in 
the first instance, be made), the salary will be £100 and half the fees, 

The Lecturer will be required to give one Lecture and one Olass per 
week, but will not be required to reside in Bristol, 

Applications to be sent to the Secretary of the College not later than 
the end of Jannary. EDWARD STOCK, Secretary. 


Tess T COLLEGE, FOUNDED 1866 
RAILWAY STATION, TRENT. POSTAL ADDRESS, NOTTING- 








Patrons.—The Duke of Devonshire, The Earls. Harrowby, Spencer, 
Chichester, &c. 

Head Master.—The Rev. T. . an M.A., Trinity College, Cam- 

ridge. 

Terms £51 a year, inclusive. 

A Public School of 200 boys on the Principles of the Church of 
England. Boys prepared for businesses, the Legal and Medical Pro- 
fessions, or for an ordinary degree at che Universities. 

For Prospectus apply to the HeadMaster. 

The Next Term begins January 18 


EASIDE EDUCATION for DAUGHTERS of 
\) GENTLEMEN.—ST. EDMUND’S HOUSE, HUNSTANTON, 
NORFOLK, near SANDRINGHAM,—Mrs. and the Misses Catuow 
RECEIVE and EDUCATE a limited number of YOUNG LADIES, who 
have every possible home comfort; resident German, neh, and 
Musical Governesses; visiting Masters. Hunstanton is the only 
watering place on the East Coast of Great Britain having a ‘westerly 
sea aspect, and stands in the Registrar General’s returns on anaverage 
of twenty-five years as the healthiest place in England. Spring term 
will commence on Thursday, 25th January. Terms, references, &., 
on application. 


Ruesz HOTEL and RESTAURANT 


(Great James-street, Bedford-row). 


LUNCHEON BAR, COFFEE and DINING ROOMS, 
ELEGANT BILLIARD SALOON. 


Gonzalez? SHERRIES and Geo. G. Sandeman’s PORTS drawn from 
the ORIGINAL CASKS. 


N.B.—Several well-furnished bed-rooms, 


J AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANCE 
COMPANY. Ohief Office—126, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subseribed amount to upwards of 
£1,400,000 sterling. 


Chairman—James Cuppon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith-build- 
ing, Temple. 


Deputy-Chairman—O, Pemserrton, Esq, (Lee & Pembertons); Solicitor, 
44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 


Every description of Fire and Life Insurance business transacted. 


The Directors invite attention to the new form of Life Policy, which 
is'free from all conditions. 


The Company advances Money on Mortgage of Life Interest and 
Reversions, yo Powe absolute or ccntiogsnt. 


Prospectuses, Copies of the Direotors’ Report, and Annual Balance 
Sheet,and every information, sent post free, on application to 


FRANK M'‘GEDY, Actuary and Secretary. 














SSB. 


PeRrAaTeE EES & FL 


$1%. 
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